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Mr. Smith had taken ſuch a Liberty, and given thge 
Publick ſuch a lame Apology, what would the Sb. 
ſcribers have ſaid ! Mr. F----'s profeſs'd deſign was, | 
to vindicate his Sermon (that which was preac#'d ) : :þ 
from my Miſrepreſentations, and Exceptions; and, 
to do this, he has publiſh'd another. I call it au- 
„ 5 1 a. ther, 
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ther, becauſe, it is confeſſedl y enlarg d, and we have 
nothing, but the Author's Judgment, to rely upon, 
whether any thing material be omitted or no. And, 
T-think, he has now ſatisfyed the World, that his 
Sermon needed ſuch Alterations, to carry it thro? the 
Prefs, and, that my Remarks upon it were too Clear 
and ſuſt, to let it be ſeen, in its fr? Dreſs, without 

ſome proper Enlargements. And, as the Caſe now | 
ſtands, I cannot ſee, how the World ſhould judge, 
Whether his Charge of Miſrepreęſentations, be juſt 
upon mie, or not: Nor can 1 think my ſelf oblig'd, 
to make my Remarks upon the Sermon, he has Pub- 


\ 


liſa, any further, than his References in the Poſt- 
ſcript, might lead me to it. 


* —— 


Damnation; and ſcatters Flames, Damnable Er- 


rors, is too warm an Expreſſion from a Proteſtant n 


I am well aſſur'd, that the Wiſdom, which comes 
* from above, is firſt pure, and then gpraceable; that 
* we are requir'd, in the Goſpel, not to call for 
Fire from Heaven, even upon ſuch Samaritans, 
& who Wil not receive Chriſt at all. 
- * The Wrath of Man, works not the Righteouſ- 
neſs of God, nor the Knowledge of Chrift. 
«Theſe angry Fits of Zeal, do but awaken the 
* diforderly Paſſions of Men ;. and tempt them to re- 
* ſiſt e very Argument, that comes arm'd with ſuch | 
te aflumed Sovereegnry, and Fire. Light it ſelf, when | 


* join'd (with Noiſe and Fire, has not the moſt 


© happy Influence, to improve and yefine the Mind: 


is only the gentle Approaches of Truth, like 
the Morning Light, which open the Windows of 


ve the Soul, and make it willing to receive all further 
< Difcoveries ?. We might rather expect God, in 
a Nil! null Voite, than in Strong Winds, Earthquakes, 
or Fire. However, ſince I don't apprehend, that 
och a Title, will be thought either an Ornament, 
vr Advimtage to the Cauſe, which my. zealous oo 
WES. & V | ther 
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of it is, to adviſe his Readers, to give it the beſt, 


and moſt candid Conſtrudtion, they find it will, bear: | 


Not to think, that a Man of Mr. F. s Soundneſs in 
the Faith, and, who has ſo much of the Unction of 


the Holy One, as to make bis Sentiments of Funda- 
mentals, a Teſt to all others, could ever ſlide into 
J ſuch a Fundamental (for I don't love to ſay Damna- 
ble ) Error, as to blaſpheme the Holy Ghoſt. How- 


ever unhappy he was, in his way of ation f it, 


his Meaning, 3 was; that he Unttion of tbe 


Holy One, was @ g 


Preſeruvative againſt damnable 
Errors. | Hi, 


Having given the Reader this neceſſary Caution, 

I diſmiſs the Title, and paſs to the large Poſtſcripr, 
which the Reverend Author has annex d to his Ser- 
mon, and wherein he profeſſedly undertakes, to vin- 


dicate himſelf, and confute me. „ 
le begins with an Apology, (pag. 31.) © for 
© touching upon a Controverly, which ( mark it, 


© Reader) has of late years, difturb'd and inflam'd 


© ſeveral Churches. Well, what, what is it? Why, 
© in General, it muſt be ſaid, that they, who raiſe 
* Debates againſt Truth, muſt, in reaſon, be guilty 
ce of the Commotions occaſion'd by ſuch. Controver- 
ce ſies.“ But as Pilate once ſaid, What is Truth? 


The Reſolution of this ſhort Queſtion, is the thing, 
we have always demanded of our Subſcribing Bre- 


thren, and what would quickly ©9yench the Fire, 


that has inflam'd the Churches. We think the Scrip- 


ture is the Truth; The Faith once deliver'd to the 
Saints: And who has rais'd Debates againſt it? Or, 
who are the Gainſayers, whoſe Mouths muſt be 


ſtopp'd ? not we; for it ſeems to be our only fault, 


in ſome: Men's Opinion, that we adhere too cloſelyto 


it, and are too ſtiff & warm in defending it. Tis e- 


vident to the World, that we only ſtand for the de- 
fence of thoſe Truths, of which, we,and the Church 
of God in all Ages, have always been poſſeſs'd. We 


could. 
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could not be the firſt A ggre ſſors, and Authors of theſe ill Te 
_ » Debates ;- becauſe not we, but our Oppoſers have ll « A; 
j brought in theſe new Notions, of an Inpoſing Pow- ; 
l er, and ſuch a Right of judging in Privare, Chriſti-i Mr. 

ans, as is entirely limited by a pretended Church Au- 
 thority ; whereby the Church is diſturbed in her 
Ancient Poſſeſſion of the Bible ; ſo that, unleſs to wie 
| ſand up in defence of great and important Truths, Side 
th be to inflame and diſturb the Church, we can't be ¶ pate 
chargeable with that Guilt ; I ſay, great and Impor-| as it 

| tant Truths; feeing it's for the Scripture Doctrine ¶ muc 

l of Faith it ſelf ; expreſs'd in the words of the Holy had 
. | Ghoſt; as alſo for the Authority of Scripture, in op- ( 


n 
— 4; 


4 


_ - — — 


[i =» poſition to a Right pleaded for to ſome, to impoſe upon ¶ alre 
j i us their Humane Schemes, and 7hat, in the moſt Ar- on 
Fil duous Points of Faith; and alſo for the Fences of ligh 
bi. the Lord's Vineyard, that the Hedge may not be mat. 
1 plucked down, to let in the Boars of the Foreſt, to as f. 
\Mt deſtroy the Vines, under the ſpecious pretences of ¶ Stre. 
5: Authority and Zeal, that we contend. Re ey TW 
1 1 1 | 
it As for the occaſion of his Preaching, what he has beer 
i now pretended to Publiſh, I refer him to the Reve- | {gm 
['' - rend Brother, & who firſt advanc'd, he ſays, The it be 
1 © new Vampt Right of Private Judgment. Onl 
"Bit ö | | 
Fi would have the Reader obſerve, That, if the ad- 


vancing a Doctrine, contrary'to Mr. F---'s Opinion, 
can juſtify his taking ſuch a Publick Notice of it, 
i: muſt be an obvious piece of Injuſtice, to condemn | 
the Notice, that I have taken, of what appeared to 
me, a very Iudeſenſible Doctrine in Him. Seeing, to | 
borrow his own Words, Tr Hot, I owed as Publick a | 
 T:ftiimony to Truth, as had been given to Error. 
le next acquaints the World with the © Neceſh- 
ee ty he was under of publiſhing his Sermon, With 
tc ſome Remarks upon mine; which he intimates, 
« was not Without the concurrent judgment of o- 
© thers.” But if there was ſuch a plain neceſſity, 
io for Publiſhing Hat Sermon, why did he ſuppreſs it, 
| and Publiſh another ? 33 f 
| | 2 
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of Subſcribing Principles, ſo far as to publiſh a 2 - 2 
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It ſeems He is ſorry, that he has Mr. S. for his 
« Antagoniſt,” and gives a Complement to his na- 
tural Powers. And I am no leſs ſorry, that I have 
Mr. F. for nine; whoſe Parts and Piety I always 

EK honour. How much more agreeable had it been to 
me, to have lived in a perfect good underſtanding. _ 
with him, and the other Brethren of the Subſcribing * 
Side, than thus to enter the Liſts with him, in De- 
bates, which too often gender Strife? And ſeeing, 


as it ſeems, we mult differ in our Judgments, how 


much rather had I, that an end to the Controverhie 
had been endavour'd in ſome amicable Conference 


( which I never oppos'd ) than, that a Controverſy, 
already Exhauſted, by ſo many celebrated Writers, 


Jon both ſides, ſhould ever have been bro't, on /o 
light a pretence, into Charleſtown Pulpit *® But, as 
matters now ſtand, we have no choice, but either, 


as falſe Friends to Truth, ſuffer it to fall-in the 


Street, without putting a hand to ſupport it, or elſe 
to meet Mr. F. in his own way. For whatever has 


been ſaid by others, to overthrow his Principles; 
ſome will account his Performance u if 
it be not particularly anſwered, and ſo it ſhall con- 
firm ſuch in the miſtaken Notions, they learn from 
it; and perhaps infect others. 3 

The next Thing, that occurs in Mr. F----*s Poſt- 
ſcript, and what particularly requires my Notice, 
is, That the excuſe I offer'd for printing my Ser- 


mon, had little or no foundation. That I was in 


* too much haſte, to Enquire into the matter of 
Fact duly.” “ | 
This many are ſurpriz d at, who could tell him, 


what noiſe and clamour was made about it, and, in 
what a Diſadvantageous Light, it was repreſented. 
And, becauſe this is a Charge, which calls my Ve- 


racity in Queſtion, and is ſo directly levell'd, a- 
gainſt the moral Part of my Conduct; I believe, I 
may preſume upon the Candor, of a certain Friend 


| ; 
. 
1 ity . . ²˙ m — 8 


fage or two, out of a private Letter, which he wrote 
me, after my Sermon came over from the Preſs. 
« This Week ( ſays he to me) I read your late 
< printed Sermon, preach'd at Charleſtoxrs, before 
the Reverend Presbytery there. You are ſenſible, 
The fama Clamoſa 4 the noiſy Report ) was great, 6 
* and you accus'd, both in Town and Country, of Fu 
* being no leſs than a Semi- Arian, I well approve uU 
« of your printing it”. One would think by this, fre 
that Mr. Fifper, was neither acquainted, in Toꝛon, ſeri 
nor Country, that he could hear ſo little, or fou 
nothing, of my Sermon, and not one Tirile of A.. 
the Miſrepreſentations, that I ſpeak of in the Pre- Na 

face to it. And he had as little Reaſon to ſuggeſt, 
that I took ' timely Care, to have the honourable i _ 
mention, I had made of the Weſtminſter Confeſſion, © * 
read to my own Congregation, for I took no Care | 
about it, till one of the Deacons defired my Notes Be⸗ 
from me, and then, I gave him the whole Sermon, | $241 
and not that Paragraph only, as my Reverend Bro- ma 
ther not without ſome Views, ſeems to inſinuate. Ing 
Having now excus'd, as he thinks, the Alterati- e 
ons made in his own Sermon, he prepares himſelf to k 
make Remarks upon mine. And what he firſt I my 
obſerves, in general, is; © That Mr. Smith explains Me 
» no Terms, but ſatisfies himſelf, in a declamatory | Pro 
Wap, to diſplay his Eloquence, in running down I Ec 
ce Impoſit ions, and pleading for a Right of private Un 
* Judgment, without acquainting the Reader, what an 
* he underſtands, either by the one, or the other ”, dan 
Now I can't but wonder, that Mr. F. ſnould wo 
charge me with this; When he has cited a Paſſage (Þ _ ©: 
from me, where the Right of private Judgment is | _ 4 
explain'd, © by receiving no Doctrines, but what 22 
we have firſt Examiud by the Scriptures, and found * fa 

| agreeable to them. And Impoſition being under- F 
ſtood as a direct Oppoſite to that Right, the Senſe of | _ © 
1 both, is neceſſarily fix d and determin'd together. 1 
And if the odious Names, he mentions, of pracieing * 
2 wt | ou 


— : 


Lr Peoples Eyes, & denying nam the Liberty of teading 
else Scriptures, naturally flow, from Subſeribing Prin- 
ciples, I am not culpable, for fixing them here,. 
whether Subſcribers will ow] them or not: But if 
they do not, every Man is at Liberty, to reject. them. 
And as for cloat hing Men with Bear. skins, to:raiſe the 
Fury of the Populace agat 27 tbem ; no Man is more 
guilty than he. What elſe means his Title, and the 
frequent Inſinuations, that he makes thro? his Poſt- 
ſcript ? Why does he repreſent my Principles, as 
founded in Scepriciſm, and giving Countenance to 
Atheiſts? Verily, calling ſueh hard and. horrid 
Names, and pretending, that We are afraid to ex- 
« plain our Terms, and that the Right of private 
« Judgment, for | which: we plead, is too groſs ſor 
ce the People, to be let into the Meaning of, at once; 
cc . N gt 5 5 
© and an enemy to Truth, and Piety, is ſuch a 
-Bear-skin, as may ſet ſome unthinking Pegple, a- 
n, || gainſt he Rights of Cenſciknce, to the no ſmall da- 
mage of the Church of God. Zut then, where is the 
Ingenuity f a fair Diſputant,: which might haue been 
j- | epected mt F. zi rh, i 
o He comes no to ſome particular Remarks upon 
| my Pha yo becauſe he has a better Notion of 
Method than IL, he firſt ſingles out the following 
Propoſitions, viz. One of my Reverend Brethren, 


. 
* 


r 0» 


endeavours to fix it / the imipoſing Power) upon the 
Unction of the Holy Oe; inferring from thence, 
an infallible Knowledge of what are really the Fun- 
damentals, and Eſſentials of- Chriſtianity, in every 
one that was anointed: Where he ſays, The judi- 
cious Reader will eaſily perceive, that, inſerring 

«© an infallible Knowledge, even of Fundamentals 

* &c. is charg'd. on me, as a falſe Foundation of the 

<« falſe Principles, about impoſing ; ſo that, Mr. & at 

< the ſame time,declares for no infallible Knowledge, 

© even of the Fundamentals, by the Unction of the 
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| pertieives ; and what, I thought, was ſcarcely re- 
_ conicileable with Proteſtant and reforming Princi- ale 


think, it can never be proved, that every Article, 


| VF 
it the Reader will caſt his Eye a little back, he 75 
will. find, that Mr. F. lays it down, as a good Rule, 2 
in Controverſy, © to make a moſt candid Scrutiny | %* 
Into the Mind of his Adverſary ”. Had he obſerv'd || £2 


| His own Rule here, and practis'd the Candor, him- me 


FIf, which he has recommended to others, he would © 


never have charg'd me, with a Doctrine, that is a 
lainly deſtructive of all Chriffianity. The judicious MW 


Reader will find, when he comes to compare, the m 
feveral parts of my Preface, and Sermon, relating 7 
to the preſent Debate, together, that I heither affirm | Re 
nor deny, the Tyference from the Unction of the | 


Holy One, viz. An infallible Knowledge of what is wh 


realiy Eſſential to Salvation, in all the Anointed ; I at 
at only deny his Conſequence from it, viz. A Power 84 


f impoſing their Sentements upon us. This was the wh 
rine which appear'd to me, fo extenſive and — 


We muſt always. diſtinguiſh betwixt the Truth of N. 
a Thing, and the Relation it has, to what is inferre d P** 
from it; the Tyuth may be acknowledged, and yet M. 
the Conſequence, for very good Reaſons, denied: 
The Sun, for inftance, may ſhine; and can't be dif- m? 


puted, but to infer from thence, that it Rains, is a ng 

falſe inference, and muſt, as ſuch, be denied. So in t ? 
the prefent Caſe, whoever is anointed, may infal- th 
* -libly know all Fundamentals, that are really ſuch ; ; he 


but if any from thence infer, that they have a POW] . ©, 
er to impoſe all that is tho't Fundamental, the Con- 
ſequence, may be denied, while the Principle it 
ſelf is granted: Tis a true Principle; but tis a falſe 
foundation, for fuch a Confequence. 3 
I always allowed, that a Chriſtian is, ſo far under 
the influence of the Holy Ghoſt ; that he certainly, 
and beyond a poffibility of miſtake, knows what is 
really Eſſential to Salvation. At the ſame time, I 


which 


are infallible, and beyond all BE ibility of Miſtake, 
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Which. he may eſteem Fundamental, muſt b 
Chief Advoctte for ee 


7, Al Impobh- 
Now, if ach Article, be not Funds 
mental, then every uch Article ew be impoſe 
as a Fundamental; and if every Article may not, the 


mine, which of the Articles is really Fundamental, 


Reverend Brother, whether Yelievers ſhall know 
what is really Fundamental, to their Salvation: This 


I am as zealoys to maintain, as he. For, if a man 


0 to Heaven, who can doubt, but he ſhall know, 
2 what is necęſſary to carry him there? But the firſt, 
Y tho? not the-only Hinge, on which the Controverſy 


turns, is this, vi. Whether a Synod of Miniſters, 


in all that they rhink, and cal} Fundamental? This 
Mr. F. muſt ſolidly prove, before he can infer 2 
power in them, to impoſe their Senſe upon us; and 


to do this, he muſt firit make it Evident, either that 


Miniſters have the infallible Conduct of the Spirit, 
in all that they eſteem Fundamental; or elſe, that 
the Conduct of the Spirit is not neceſlary, to make 


them infallible, in things of that nature. 
ſe | 


If he ſuppoſes the firſt, via, That Miniſters have 
the infallible Conduct of the Spirit, in all that they 
ghiuk Fundamental; how comes it to aß hat they 
who are of equal repute, not only for Learning, 
but Piety, are ho better Agreed, when they come 
to fix and determine, the preciſe number of theſe Fun- 
damentals ? Some multiplying, and others reducing 
them? A 3 inſtance of which, may be ſeen 
in Dr. Calamy's Abridgment of Mr. Baxter's Life, 
Vol. 1. pag. 120, &c. ee 

If he ſuppoſe the latter, vis, That the Conduct 
of the Spirit, is not neceſſary, in things of that na- 
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ture; then; with reſpect to infallible Knowledge, 
the Chriſtian has no advantage over the Sinner; 


they ſtand upon a level, their Fee becomes 
the ſame : and Mr. F might have ſpared his learned 
Arguments, to pr. ve, that Chriſtians knew all 
things, from the Cnction of the Hy One. "A 


Had he nor confounded, What ought to have been | 


E o 


diſtiriguiſh'd; and taken for granted, what he ought 


to have proved, he might have ſpared his Invectives, 


and had leſs room to diſplay his Eloquence. 

I cannot ſee, what Mr. F means, when he charges 
me, with an illogical way of Reaſoning, from a few 
Particulars, to a univerſal, I with he had pointed 
to the Page, where. I ſay, that a Believer muſt be 
certain of eyery thing, if certain of Fundamentals. I 


Tee nothing like it, either in my Preface or Sermon. | 
All that I juferr'd, from his Doctrine of Faith, was 


ction of the Holy One, then all that are anointed, 


— 
« 


mult be, ſo far, (not it. every thing J, equally infalli- 


this, viz. That, if Infallibility deriv'd from the Un- 


ble; from whepce I argued that private Chriſtians 


ſtood upon a part, in point of Knowledge, with, Sy- 
nods and A emblies, and therefore, a Power of im- 


Peſing, could not be argued from thence, in Iiini- 


Vers, unleſs the ſame Power were 
Chriſtians: So that my Loggck, 1 good 
whatever. becomes of my Cauſe : And Mr. F. fond of 


„„ 
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dee to private 
ſu 


- - » 


Vidtory, and Triumph, has only made a Man of 


* 


Straw, that he might again hew him to pieces. 
Aer: a. page, or more, {gent it what no way 
TS Ihe Her fills very far wpark cþ4 Tate Biſhop 


of Bangor, and the great and, celebrated Lock, ad- 
* viling Turors to recommend, and Students to pe- 
« ruſe, that Gentleman's Writings, with due Cau- 
„tion , But theſe are ſuch great Characters, and 


ſo well eſtabliſh*d ; thit*they will; need no. Pen to 
ſupport, them, I pals therefore to the, top of his 


* 


enyig g the infallible Knowled ge 


hat 5 


455 Page, e fays, © He is willing to think, 
* 


T. . 5 


— — 


ppoſe, is good, 


un 


. of Faith, or its certainty, . beyond 2 poſſibility, g 


et miſtake, is oWing - to an inadvertent | ip in 2 
I heartily thank him for his Chafity here, and 
the more becauſe it ſo rarely occurs in his Poſtſcript; 
but think, he ſhould firſt have prov'd, that my Pen 
had made ſuch a fl „„ 188 


I have indeed Them ſuch a certainty, as he 


ſpeaks of, in what a Body of - Miniſters may call 


Fundamental, but not in what is really ſo. And I 
think I may perſiſt in this Principle, without ren- 
dring the whole of Religion, a meer. Uncertainty. 
As 4 the following Enumeration of Articles, which 
he thinks it dangerous not to ſuppoſe beyond the 
poſſibility of all miſtake ; I ſhall not debate it with 
bim; but ſhall only ſay this, That they are 
either really Fundamental, or they are not. If they 
are not, there can be no great danger, in doubting 
them; if they are, I have already acknowledg'd, 
that by the conduct of the Spirit, we ſhall know 
them, to ſuch a certainty, as is beyond the poſſibility 
of Miſtake, and ſuch a Doctrine carries leſs horror 


-with it, to Chriſtian Ears, than Mr. F. pretends, and 


a great deal leſs, than the Title of his Sermon. 
He ſpends his next Page, in a very declamatory 


Strain, ſtill- ſuppoſing, that I deny Infallibility in the 


real Fundamentals of Religion; from whence he en- 
deavours to ſhew that my Principles appear to claſh 
with my Sermon: But, having ſo well explain'd my 


ſelf upon that Head already,:I ſhall nor repeat it 


here; nor take notice of any thing, that he has 
dropt in the Harrangue, except it be this one Ob- 
ſervation, viz. That Minifters being obliged, as 


Mr. S tells us, to ſpeak the whole Truth, they 


© muſt tell the People ( after they have done their 
© beſt, to make the Doctrine, they preach, appear 
* probable )''that, notwithſtanding all they have 
© ſaid it may poffibly be no more than a Miſtake *. 
By the Doctrine they preach, muſt be — | 
M ther 
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pf Calumpy, than Truth; for if we believe Mr. Fiſber, 


' _ gthotity of Man, however unſcritural it appear tc 


98 (xy * 


ther the particular Texts of Scripture, on which a. 
"their. Diſcourſes are ſuppos'd to jbe founded, or elſe et 
the Diſcourſes: themſelves : If the firſt ; we dare 
not tell our People, that our Doctrine may, poſſibly, 
be no more than a Miſtake, becauſe, in making the prir 
Scriptures the Standard of Truth (which all the ini 
World muſt know, is our darjipg Principle) we, ce 
of neceſſity, make and allow them to be ifallibiy cc p 
true; but if the latter; I ask, what harm there would 11 
be in hat; Or, would Mr. F. himſelf, when he 
has finiſh'd a Sermon, dare to tell his People, that 
all he has egen is beyond the poſſibility of 
Miſtake ? If fo, he has a better Opinion of his Judg-| 
ment, than I have of mine, and Dorcheſter and Rome 
may quickly contend for the Chair: For my own i« 
part, I readily own, and always did, that the $:rip- 
Fures themſelves are infallible, but never deſire, my 
Doctrine ſhould be tho't ſo any further than it can 
bear the Teſt of 4. Writings; which is far 
from © Teaching of Infidelity, or a Teaching of 
People to queſtion and disbelieve all the Doctrines 
T 5 
He ſtill go's on with his Charges, What makes, 
© ſays he, the prevailing, of the Non-Sublcribing 
c Principles, moſt terrible; js, that they are found- 
«ed, in this muterable Scepticiſm ; and, that a Man 
E muſt neceſſarily be a Sceptick, if he will be, an 
« intelligent and cordial Non-Subſcriber *. But this 
is all gratis diftum, and has a greater Appearance 


The Scepticks -profeſs'd univerſal Uncertainty * “; 
but Non-Subſcribers (or I am not of their Prirciples)} 
allow a certainty in the Fundamentals of Religion, 
that there are ſuch things, and that every Chreſtzan 
will ſufficiently k#ow them. But it ſeems, we are 
Scepticks, becauſe we profeſs a religious Adherence 
to our Bebles, and will receive nothing for Truth, 
much leſs a Fundamental Truth, upon the bare Au- 


- : 


— 


were Scepticks ; and if they were more noble than 
be aſhamed of the Character; and ſince Mr. H 


he brings in Dr. Owen to Patronize his Cauſe, I will 


he finiſh this Head with ſome of his Sentiments on it. 
„No Judge of Hereſy, ( ſays the Dr.)fince the A- 
Y poſtle's Day, but hath been obnoxious to Error 
dl in that Judgment; and thoſe who have been for- 


hel wardeſt to aſſume a Judicature, and power of 


at < diſcerning between Truth and Error, ſo as to have 
off others regulated thereby, have erred moſt foully 


ARE generally conceived to be in Councils, Now I 
vn 6 ſhould acknowledge my ſelf oblig'd to any Man, 
that would direct meto a Council, ſince that, Act. 
5. which I may not be forced, from the Word, 
0 to aſſert, that it, in ſomething or other, went a- 
fer ſtray. This is the judgment of that Great Divine, 


off in his Collect. Serm. p. 227. as I find him cited by 


des Mr. Bennet, in his Trenicum, pag. 63. To which 1 


may add ſome paſſages from the Excellent Mr. I. 


es, ¶ Watt's, as eminent a S:holar, and Chriſtian, as our 


ng Age; perhaps, has ever produced. This Celebra- 

ted Writer, in his PR EPACE to Three Di ſſerta- 
ions, relating to the Chriſtian Doctrine of the TZre- 
nity, thus expreſſes himſelf. “ Some (ſays he) 


dont write with that full aſſurance of every 
thing, as others would do in the like 648 To this 
I anſwer, that ſince the Studies o 

es) © Years, I think I am eſftabliſh'd afreſh in the belief 
of the Deity of Chriſt, and the Bleed Spirit, and 


are © One with the Father in Goll. head, tho they are re- 


"cl © preſented in Scripture, as Diſinct Perſons; but 


* as to the various, particular Explications of this 
Doctrine, and incidental Arguments, that attend 


= * it, I deſire to believe and write with an humble 


Fg 


us; If this be Sepriciſm, the Sereuns themſelves 


thoſe of The ſſalonita, I fee no Reaſon we have to 


(a paſſage worrhy Mr. F---'s Notice) of old, it was 


© will make it a matter of offence & ſcandal, that 1 
theſe laſt 


aſſured of it, upon ſufficient grounds, that they are 


1 Conſci- 
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* Conſciouſneſs of my 6wti Ignorance, and to giv 
* my aſſent, but in pr oportion to the degrees of 
Light and Evidence. I am perſwaded, if every 
% Man would proportion his aſſent by the fame 
e Rule, much of our Modern aſſurance would he a- 
te abated”; we ſhould” have but few Dog mati ſtt 
«among us, even in ſome importaut Doctrines; and 
© perliaps, the moſt poſitive and moſt confident Aſ- 
<'fertors of their own Opinions, Would become the 
eg moſt doubtful and modeſt of all Men. Be ſides, 
ce hen I conſult the Scripture, or Humane Writers, 
* on fo ſublime à Subject, I don't come with allſthe 

e my opinions, fix'd and determin'd, but I read inf But 


ce order to receive further light; and therefore I om 
© would write as one, who may be miſtaken, and e 
* who is honeſtly ſeeking Truth. I know the weak-MDP! 
 * neſs of Humane Underſtanding, and how eaſily 
© we are led into Error. I have often ſeen occafj- 
© on, to retract my former Sentiments, and correct 
ce them by further diſcoveries; and I eſteem à mo- 
* Zeſt and cautious manner of Speech, in moſt of the 
«© Conttroverted Points, to be one Excelleticy of af 
. fallible Writer, and rerrattion of an Error, to be 
« yet a {uperiourAttainment ” ? And he © concludes] 
* hisPreface with one Requeſt to his Rexders,ofevery| 
ce kind, whether Arian, or Athena ſian, and that is, that 
te they would not make all their former, nor the irpreſent 
© opinions, an everlaſting Standard of Truth, & a Y, 
© whereby to judge of every Thing they read: and] 
© that, they would not ſuddenly pronounce; Non- 
& ſenſe or Hereſy, upon every Sentence, that differs F' © 
© from their former Belief. Mr. F. muſt bean A. 
dept in the art of diſtinguiſhing, if he can juſtify] uſt 
thefe Writers, and at thè lame time charge me with 
Sceptieiſm, and I cannot: but hope, that a Man of ſo 
ferjous and-tho*tful a .Temper, when he has read 
theſe Paſſages, will ſee the vanity and folly, of ma- 
king his preſent opinion. an everlaſting Standatd of 


— 


Truth, and will not ſuddenly "pronounce, Nonſenſe 
. | or 


. ; * 3 P 
L * aq J 
. 
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vr Hereſy, upon every Sentence, that differs" from 
his former Belie ttt TT, aarnnh 
IT cannot ſee the fofes of ih igument, viz:*: That 
es jf ĩt be granted that according to Scripture, Faith of 
© the Fundamentals, (real Fundamentals) and EC 
0 ſentials of CHriſtianity, is certain knowledge; which 
*.cannot poſſtbly be a miſtake; and that this is the 
common Privilege of true Chriſtians; it will nedeſſa-· 
&rily ſoflow, chat all true Chriſtians, have a C. 
« mon Creed! Forliſ by a Common Creed, Mr. . in- 
tends one, and the ſame ſett of Principles, I deny both 
the Tyutb, and the' Confequence. Lean never believes 
but true Chriſtians may form different Notions, ahd 
Nome think that a Fundamental, which others may 


1 ey to be ſo; and I am the more confirm d in this 
P pinion, ſince T'have read the debate betwixt that 
Wrminent Servant bf. Chriſt, Mr R. Barter, and 

he other eminent Diuines, which were depmed, 
> draw up a Scheme of Fundamentals, to lay them 
Poeſore the Parliament. For as Dr. Calamy obſervts, 
This 8 was bro 


rought in among others 
under the Head of the Scriptures, I har no Man could 
now God to Saluntion, by. any other neans: Which 
Mr. Banter affetted; was i neither! Fundamental nor 
Hub; and argued the Point, arid: afterwards\pave: 
hem his Reaſons, in'Writing,” ms on 
Mr. F. muſt either (queſtion: Mr. Paxter's:Chriſtis: 
Inity, (which Teste, would tempt me to queſti- 
In his on) or elſe allow, that alf Chriſtians may 
Pot have, in his ſenſe, a Common Creed. But if 
Should grant the THwrb, yet I cant ſee the Don 
uence; for if the Argument be put into form. it 
nuſt run thus; If true Chriſtians agree: in what: is: 
eally Fundamental, they muſt alſo agree, in whac. 
hey call Fundamental. But, &c. Ergo, &c. Thie is 
ertainly illegicul, and if this Conſequence fal, the 
ther, that deperids upon it, cannot ſtand, Mini- 
ters are capable of no ſuch — as he pre- 
nds; for (to uſe his own. way of Reaſoning) if 
. SC 7. uncertainty 


Ry 


| 
| 
| 


neaatee pages s ·˙ u win BY 


(16). 


amcertaiiity: of Faith Things thay: ars. cells Fong 
damental, or only a ceriney; v — ich — poſſi hi 
be d miſtake, be: allowed; ther no Con- 
ſiſtency in Creeds, and Ae e to equire 
allent to them. 50 that Mr. F. is-for.gnce miſta oni 
when he ſays, pag. 43. That it's. upon gs (49? 
« whether there be certainty in Diyine Faith, at leaſ 
© it Fundamentals, rea Fundamentals, or not)thay as & 
<«. Ffinge; the whole ofthe preſent Controverſy turns: 
This is not the ys > This H never diſputed; hue 
28 J ſaid before, the offibility ob miſtake, in ll thas 
end and galH Fundaniendls ?. 77 
From what has been ſaid, it's: SI £0 l learn whas 
I meant; when 1 _—_ my. — tag th Go 2 
in the Doctrinal part of his Sermons not in y hu ters 
Juftremas ; vis. That-E tho's all \Chrians fs WHO i 
inted with. FeahkiFundamentals, ; hut co _ ; 
| — RR Ay bony oy =p 4 
might ſuppoſe 1 9 tag * 
9 reer zo the e 
PA 1 be 6 re Fa; 


Tale wing Miniſter! oo wv; 
yer too native:taube: dexed, Unit hach! ande my 


only heve-appes£d; Nhat. I. alw vs: pipfcls'd.to.b ex vi 
1 2 Many atd-fubjedo-rivitake.r. © og Nati 
e next Remark that he makes n. mY PE gag 5 
is; Würde Foppcſe Lhpaſitie ng! fte, of pure-Spe- i 
calnting and, ain pon abe abſeryes, ce that: 
o me) mittens of Faith, ars matters of pure Ri 
J Spenulaticin, add therefore of ng cohcernmemt to. Ph 
«ical Religion: To ſho wat danger, and ab- 
ſurdity df Which, bd employs. his; Ecards for, 


Jays, 

Nut is there: go cſkinſe;, wherein. Motten 7 Faith, 5 priva- 
may hd matters of pum Spaulatinn? Are not all the flat 
Truths of the C „matters df;Faith-2-Are not the 
ſame Truths objects of the Underſtanding ? Are not 
objects of the Underſtanding matters of Speculation: 


and 2 ms matters of NG lo; then dd 
* matters 


(„ % 


jitters of Fun may be mattgts pf ume Hremtotions 
a: their nature; and yet of practical goncerumenti im 


that are purely {6, in themſelves, having a happy 
— influence the heart and practice. What, 
for inftance, has a happier tendency to affect our 
Minds, than the Adorable Perſections of the Divine: 
lature? And yet theſe are all; ſo far as they lie bes 
2 underflending; pure Speculations. But ſups 
Snung t 


difpated, a very little candor and ſcrutiny, would 
ave ſeen it's intention. I was willing to inform the 
World, that the Controverſy was not concerning the 
tent of an Ecoleſiaſtical Authority in-pratticat mat- 
ers, whether the Church had power, to cenſure and 
rrect the miſcarriages of it's Members; but in-mat- 
ers of Opinion, whether à Synod of Miniſters had 


others, before they are examin'd, and found to accord 
vith the Scriptures: And. Speculation being gene- 
ally taken, in direct oppoſition to practice, I thd't 


SAFS a_LD TT ws 


my Reader, what I intended by Faith, eſpecially 
hen I added the Epithet, and made it pure Specus 
Latton, —_— \ att? 


at. n my Sth pag. where I ſay, As great a Novelty, 4s 
Right of private Fudgment may appear to ſome Fyen, 


in People to judge for themſelves, and (if I retain 
Eis Phraſe) to believe as they ſte Reaſon, Where he 
Ways, © inſinuate, that he had oppoſed a. Right of 
Private Judgment, without a diſtinction;“ which he 
„ flatly denies, and for proof, appeals to his Sermon, 
6nd a Paper of his, which I had in my Hand, be- 
at Fore his Sermon was Preach d. - He firſt appeals to 


is Smnon: Bur hieb of the Sermons ? That 
1 2 He 


| UC 2 Was preach'd, — which he gulliſ d 


I 9 can't 


heir es and conſequence; many Spaculations 


he propriety of that Expreſſion, ſhould be. 


bower to impoſe the Articles of their Faith upon 

it was the propereſt term I could ufe, to explain to 
2 1 paſs to his 487 pag. to conſider the Remarks 
ae beſtows on my Sermon. And his firſt Remark is 


hich I thus explain in my Preface, denied a Liler- 
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 ean'rappeal to the firf, becauſe it has neber appea 


to which he refers, in the Paper it ſelf, © What 1 


concerning a Right of private Judgment, common Fivin 


2 __-_ \ 


rd: 
to the World: nor yet to the laſt, becauſe my Re. 
marks were publiſh'd beſore it. And what doth he 


mean by appealing? Have we a Right to judge of 


his Sermon, or no? if not; why does he refer us It w: 
to it? If we have; why may we not alſo judge of e n 
the Fripture? Or does he know. the ſenſe of the rete 
Spirit, better than his ows 2 However, ſince it ex- Nhat 
plains his Sentiments, let us examine the Paſſages, Eyes 


© take, ſays he, to be the opinion of the Orthodox, p. 


to Men, is, ts © ty „ e 
1. They teach, that every Man has a Right, to Argo 

F try all Doctrines by the Scripture, which are de- ſſe 

ce Iiver'd unto them, and to ſee Truth with their own dg! 


Eyes, in that great ſummary of Divine Truths, not s v 


4 giving an implicit credit to any Teachers; and rec 
that becauſe God refers us ultimately to His Word, Nut i! 
E to the Law and to the Teſtimony : Therefore hin 
&# Chriſt himſelf refers his Hearers to the Scriptures ; WM 1. 
* to try his Doctrine by them, Fob. 5. 39. And the Words, 
& Bereans are commended, as Noble by the Spirit, De 


_ E. becauſe they ſearched the Scripture, to ſee, if what Mink 


e things, Paul, an Infallible Teacher, taught them, o it 
EF were ſo or not.” What! do the Orthodox teach ny f 
thus? And does this explain Mr. F----'s Sentiments Menſio 
of private Judgment? Then I acknowledge myCharge. Wd d 
was unjuſt ; and we are perfectly agreed. *Tis all 1% 2. 

have pleaded for; and the Debate would now come pr re 
to an end, were it not for his Rerrafation in the lf, 
following words: „In either of which inſtances, ey. 
« ſays he, it's abſyrd to ſuppoſe, that the Hearers Vere 
# had. liberty, to reje& the Doctrines, they were thy | 
tt examine by Scripture.” What! whether they ap- Nis, 
pear'd. conſonant. to Scripture or not? To whataſtr 
end, did they Examine? Examination, in it's very Ihe 2 
nature, implies a Right, both te embrace g re- 3: 


ect, according as the things examin'd ſhall Tony 43, a. 
11172 Cad + 2 ; Ck 


* 


c "is trifling in a- Synod; to tell us, we may Era. F 
line their VDoctrines by the rule of Faith, when they 


her we can /ee their Harmony with Scripture or no: 
would be fairer dealing, to tell us, once for all, 
e muſt ſubmit to all their Determinations, than ta 
retend, we may Exumine, but not on any account, 
hatever, Reject them; if we | muſt ſee with their 
yes at laſt, ' better do it at fut, and ſave our ſelves 
I ie trouble of ſearching, whether theſe things be 
„. But if this be ſeeing with our oꝛu Eyes, and not 
iving an implicit Credit to our Teachers, I leave 
Hy Reader to judge. However, to ſet Mr. F. 
Argument in the ſtrongeſt light, I will ſup- 
le- Poſe his meaning to be, That we have a Right of 
vn Wdging, according to Scripture, and that the Bere. 
ot: were commended for embracing what was really 
nd Nreeable to Truth, and hid no Right to reject it; 
rd, Nut in anſwer to this, I would offer the following 
re Mhings. TOM $5. 5670 1 v2 

s; 1. I may enquire, what he means by judging ac- 
he ording to Scripture ? - 4:64 we FI q 
ir, 8 Do's any Man, who makes the Scripture his Rule, 
ae Mink, that the Judgment he forms, is not agreeable 
m, Fo it? Or can we judge of what is real Scripture, 
ch Iny further, than it appears ? if not, it's the appre- 
ats Wenſion of Truth, and not the reality, that fs 
ge nd determines. the Judgment. _ 3 
11% 2. The Sereaus are commended, not ſo: much 
ne Pr receiving the Word, becauſe it was true in it 
he lf, antecedent to their Examination, but becauſe . 
es, Hey ſearchd, and found it to be true; and if they 

ers ere govern'd, by their apprehenſions of Truth, 
to hy ſhould not we by ours ? If Mr. F. denies us 
1p-MFis, he denies what the Orthodox grant, or elſe his 
at Faſtance of the ZerearFy is an impertinent proof of 
ry he Orthodox Sentiments. „ 
re- 3. The Argument holds as ſtrong againſt examin- 
3r 304, as it do's againſt rejectiug; for why ſhould a 
nd | real 
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t the ſame time oblige us to embrace them, whes+ _ 
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4. *Tis but juſtice, that the Subſcribers ſhould 


now appeal to the World, if Mr. F. has allow'd any 


- gations my Character laid me under, to preach up- 


_—_ 7 e 
yeal Truth, be nueſtond and examin'd, ful 25 


pear to be ſo; and not rejected, if it Thould appear K. 
o be falſe? ee ee, = rf: an 


obſerve the ſame Rule in impoſing, which they pre. 
ſcribe to us in judging ; and impuſe nothing butſkenrs 
real Truths, and then the Queſtion will be, whether 
all, or which of the Doctrines, to be — — art 
really true ? And how that can be refolv'd,without 
immediate recourſe to their Judgments, I car't ima. 
ine; if therefore they follow. the conduct of their 
udgment, why ſhould not ve, the conduct of ours 
eſpecially, when we both pretend to form them by 
the /ame Rule? unleſs it could be prov'd that irie 
is iallible, and ours the reverſe. = TY 


The ſecond Thing, which Mr. F. ſays the Ortho-l 
dox teach, relating to private Judgment, is the ſame, 
for ſubſtance, with what We have ſeen ; and ſo, mura. + 


tis mut andis, the ſame Reply will ſerve. And I can olpi 


more than a nominal Right of Judgment,” common tear 
Men, and whether I had not reaſon enough, to charge: 
him, with what I did? But if fo, how came I, in a 
private Letter to acknowledge, that he maintain 
2 Right in the ſame Senſe, and Latitude, as the Or. My. 


ice 


zhodox did? I anſwer, that I never took him, in the 
point of private to be of ſuch Sentiments 


DW 
as, he tells us, the Or:hodox were; but what J ſaid, the 


was purely to Hanter, and ſhow, how inconſiſtent him 


he was with himſelf; firſt, in granting a Right off 
Judgment, and then in advancing againſt it, any 
empoſing Power; and for this, I appeal to the Let. 
ter it ſelf, which I the rather publiſu, becauſe it willf 
give the. World, ſome further evidence, of the' obli-| 


ud; 


WIG, 


to ti 
Prin 
tenci 
Men 
retai 


o 


mend d. 


on a Controverſy, which M F. himſelf had com. 


R. D. 2 


V His accompanies the Manuſcript which you put ix. 
/ WY ES oh the Principles of Modern Lilerty, 
you are pleas d to ſtyle is. And to ſpeak my Senthe 
rents freely; I think you haus done hut little hurt to tha 
diſhop; aud much leſs have you reach d the. Cauſe of 
iberty, thro his ſides : Nor can I find where the 
ziſhop contends: for more, than 4 Liberty of People's 
wing every thing by the Scripture, which yau- your 
V make ono of the Concefſions of the Orthodox: And 


. * * = * * E * 
Py % * o 6 -»£ . *Þ _ * 


1 


mber d with ſbem. So that you and his Lardſhip 


irie better Friends than y0u, are ware of. However, 


Lon have talen the ſreedern, ꝛ make your e of 
ho · Nrivate Fudg men, publick, from the Pulpit of Charles- 
ne, wn, Ihall with your leave; (which pray ſignify as 
o as poſſible) uſe. the ſame freedom from. the lame 
vIpit, aur all zhe oder ation Fam Maſter of ; Still 
wbſcribing-#9 ſelf; tho a Non: Subſcriber, your affefti- 


2 


Mr. FE. having now ſhown, as he thinks, the in. 
ice of my Charge, comes to ſhow the foundation, up- 
nts Which, he ſays, it was fixed; It ſeems, ſays he, 
aid the thing that diſpleaſed Mr. Snith, and made 
ent him alledge, that I denied all Right of private 
 offudgment was, that in the 1 Inf. in my Uſe of Re. 
anW{urarion; I ſays! that it's upon the ground of the: 
Let uncertainty: of Faith, that Arminians plead for the 
villWinnocengy of Error, and for a Right to every Man, 
bli-Y to think as he -ſees cauſe either way, about all: 
up- Principles of reveal'd Religion. This is the Sen- 
om / tence, that M. Snith pretends to quote, from his 

Memory, aud miſerably miſrepreſents ; not at all 
retaining my phraſe, as is manifeſt.” Maniſeſt! 


u is it mania 2 How ſhquld the World know, 


whether 


iT believe you would think your ſelf wrong'd, uot to bs 
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whether what Mr. E here cites from his rmon, wat 
deliver'd from the Pulpit? It's poſſible, the words 
either way, upon which the evaſion principally turn: 


were not in his Notes. They might be one of the 
Proper enlargements, that his Sermon receiv'd, before 
it Was ubliſhed Or if they were in his Nores, it will 
not follow, that they were deliver'd from the Pulpir 
and I am well aſſured they were not; but that he 
there denied a Right to People, to believe as they 
fee rexrſon; ABSOLUTELY, and without 2 
DISTINCTION. Tho' whether it was owing, 

to an inadvertent ſlip of his Tongue, rather than to 

his ſettled Judgment, I ſhall not determine. 
e now ſhifts his Weapons, and having been at 


ſome pains, to explain; what he meant by ſecing 
. Cauſe; and from thence inferr d, that he- had dropp'd 
nothing contrary to a right of judging according toll 
Divine Revelation; he charges that or ſomething 
like it upon me. But has he mention'd the place 


LOL; | 4 230 85 N 
va declare his Santi ments of ther Divinity of Chriſt, as 


din any other, of what Orthodox Charatter ſoever 
* ſuppoſing Chriſt's Divinity a matter of Debnte. 
The Advantage Mr. F. makes of this Propaſition, 


is; that I allow an equal Right to declare, either 


ns. 


he 


ine 4, for or againſt the Divinity, of Chriſt.” But if 
Die had not forgot his o Rule, and had made but 
halb candid Scrutiny, into my Mind, he would have 
ovMccn, that I only pleaded for a general Liberty. in 
People, to declare their Sentiments upon the Truth; 
ag hot entripg into the Controverſy, whether they might 
to Heclare them againſt the Truth: That, where an 


Point of Faith, is de bated, as the Divinity of our Bleſ- 


at ed Lord very evidently is, there Mr. Pierce, or any 

1% her Man, has a Right, to ſpeak his Sentiments 
pon it; to give his opinion, Whether the thing be 
to ue or falſe : And that an Orthodox Name and Cha- 
nel acter, ſhould paſs for nothing, while the ſenſe, of 
ce hat is diſputed, is undetermin d. If Mr. F. had not 
1 nanifeſtly wreſted theſe words, to lay ſome foun- 
lation for his. imaginary Charge, with a viſible de- 
„ig to wound my Character, when he could not 
Anſwer my Arguments, he need not have ſpent a 
uſe age upon it. 3 DICER ofa call 

tell The ſecond Propoſition, wherein he ſays, I pro- 


Rf ares of his Conſcieuce; ſo far as theſe diflates.are 
roneous, ſo far he is culpable. Whether I be ſo 
Ungular, in the laſt Clauſe of this Propoſition, as to 
elert the Non. Subſcribers, may admit of more Des 
Pate, than Mr. F. is aware of: I hardly think, that 
= && reſponhble for the erroneous dictates of his Con: 
utffcience ; where the fault (Which is the ſenſe, I 
eant that clauſe of the Propoſition in, and w ich 


* o 


ſhould have mention'd, had I known Mr. Fs 


70 Bis OWN, 


art 21 5 h Bot. originally Proee ed, from a 


8 defect 


We ls'd to explain my opinion, under my Hand, is 
is, Every man is obliged to purſue the immediate 


Iny judicious Non-Subſcribers. will deny, that a Man 


ve emper, ſo perfectly before, as I have done ſince, } 
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Formaliter, et interpretative : 


pr & ation ; Becauſe, v 


< a % 
\(24) 


ae 9 r NZA eee ae 
deſect in his natural Powers; tho” at tlie ſame tims 


they may aſſert, that he is oblig'd to follow its im: 
mediate Dictates; becauſe, however erroneous in 
themſelves, they then appear the reverſe to him 
or if I have herein deſerted my Brerhrey, it will on. 
ly infer that my Principles are form'd” upon the & 
vidence of Truth itſelf, and not the Authority of the 

that maintain it; which I fuppole can be no dif 
paragement. 1 . 5 

Nor can I fee, what ſhould make Mr. F. at a loſs 


how to reconcile this with the Right given to Mr 
Pierce in the former Propoſition 
cy is it, to ſay that Mr. P. has a right to give his opi 
nion, in a Point that is debated ; and, that a Man i 
culpable for the ERRONEOUS diftates of his Con , f 
ſcience? I think the Propoſitions are hardly related f 
enough, to ſee whether they be conſiſtent, or not 
As to the former part of 7his Propoſition, viz. T hai 


every Man is oblig d to follow the dictates of his Co 


| ſerexce; notwithſtanding that theſe Dictates may be 
ſometimes erroneous; I think it is eaſily prov'd. Fon 


if it be a Sin not to follow thoſe Dictates, the Con 
fequence is plain, that we are obligd to follow them 
But that it is a Sin not, to follow them, appears from 
Hence, vis. That the Dictates of Conſcience are in 
x formal reſpe& the Will of God. This is Dr. Ames 
judgment in the Caſe : Conſcientia, quamvis errans, 


Jemper ligut; ita ut ille peccet, qui agit contra Conſci 
Entiam. i. e. Conſcience, tho” erroneous, always binds 
So that whoever acts againſt his Conſcience, therein 
Sits. The Reaſon of which is ſubjoin'd, Ratio ef 
zuoniam, agens contra Conſoientiam, 'agit contra volun 


atem Dei, quamvis non materialiter et vere tame 
Quia quod Conſtzentil 
Uictat, diftar ſub ratione voluntatis Dei. The Rei 
ſon is, becauſe, he, who acts againſt his Conſcience 
acts againſt the Mill of God, tho not in regard 0 
matter, and truth, Wine and by way of inte 
nat Conſcience dictates, it dit 

date 


What inconſiſten] 
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oblig. 


Wnothi, 


ropc 
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ebves 


mean 
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e following com- 


e illuſtrates by.t om: 
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eſiſſe putatur ; Sic qui Conſientian contemnit, Deum 
um contemnit, quia quod Conſcientia dictat putarur. 


griuate Capacity, and takes him to be a King, is 
uppoſed to reprogeh the Xing himſelf, and nt the 
74yate Man; Thus, he who offers contempt to Con. 
CECMCE, o ers. contempt. to. God, Decaule what Con- 


1 


EFience diere is ſuppos'd to be the will of God. 
Wherefore the Dr. concludes, Hinc ſemper. Peccats 
* facit age cer Conoiempan, It follows from, 
Pence, that he. lach Sins, who doth a rhing a 
Wink his Condens... IG. RE 
vas willing to ſet down the Drs. words in the 
Wriginal, leſt my fidelity ſhould be ſuſpected inthe 
-anſlation. And what have I ſaid more than 


he Dr.? Whatever diſtinction is pretended betwixt 
gat and obligat, tis evidently, his judgment, that a 
n always fins, if he doth not follow, even an er- 
oneous Conſcience ; and certainly where the neglect 
pf a thing becomes ſinful, we need no other proof, 


that we are o-Jig'd to do it; and therefore Mr. E. 


Phi: akes the Dr. or he is inconſiſtent with "himſelf, 


* 
a 
1 8 


Ie he any where aſſerts, © that Conſcience doth nac 


3. oblige, or make that a man's Dury, which is not 
ad. coy ſo by God's Word. For tho materially con- 
in ider d, which is the Drs. own diſtinction, it be not 
10 Duey, or may be even a Sn, yet under a formal 
in, if we do it not, and that infers obligation, and 
obligation a Right. So that upon the whole, I ſes 
Inothing to make me alter my Sentiments, in his 

3 on, viz. That every may is oblig d to follow 


. * 


he immediate diftates of his Conſcience, tho in them- 

elves they may be erroneous ; not denying, in the 
Imean time, that, ſo far, as they are erroneous ; 

all 2 chat, 10 %%, 1&y e enen; Wo 

} at, {0 Je D 2 F $81 "Ii ©3173” far 


ares under the, notion, or conſideration, ol the Heiß 
utans eum Regem eſſe, non Pri patum, ſed Regem An 
Heu 


Feſpect, and conſider d as a dictate of Conſcience ; we 


f „„ 
026097 


SS / a. ä ai, 
far the man may be cytpable ; or if it thay expreſs 
my ſenſe better, tho a man be blamed for rhinking 
wrong, yet he is always obliged to follow his . hots, 
To deny this, is to ſtrip. us of our rational Powers, 
and from intelligent Agents, to make us ſtochs arid} 
Bones; and where we hit the Truth, tis merely by 
Chante, and not by _— 

„And, thus, I ſuppoſe, my eo - Pro ren are. 
clear d and juſtify d ; and Mr. F. eee 
ges, he propos d, when he forgot t le Rules of Ci 

vility, and broke the tis of Friendſhip, and pro. 
alli on the Houſe-tops, what was ſpkes in the ear, 
# Cloſets : in which he is the 7% excuſable,becaufe # 
what I ſaid, was only in anſwer to; his 02 repeated 
Dhefiton, and T ſhould never have: cominitted my 
the ts to- Paper, had e not firſt, very officiouſty done 
it; in terms leſs pleaſing to me, than my don. ⁵ 
He praceeds next to,confider, © what proof ade 
vane for: proving;”.(Which if T had a mind to play 
the Cet, L would call a Tautoligy J * that fuck! 
u Right of private Judgment has a Divine War. 
rant. But leſt the Reader ſhould' be led intò ing 
any miſtake, and think my Arguments jnconclu-{Wppea 
' fiye, and impertinent,; He 'muſt be reminded, that 
che right of Judgment, which I claim for private| 
GQbrifians, and ot Fine as Mr. F. wretchediy 
miſtakes, 2 right of judging ( WIthenr diſtinguiſh, 
ing the apparent len from the real) contrary to 


7 


entla. 


the Scriptures ; but of hringing every Doctrine to 
the Teſt. of Scripture, and of rejecting all that ap ears 4 


+ o 
* 


repugnant to It, as wellas of embracing what appears — 
pgrecable with it. Now let us ſeg what he lays to 
be only thing from Scripture, (ſays he) that I 
find him inſiſting on, is the example of the Here. 
% ang. But this proves no more than what all his 
Subſcribing Brethren allow; eyen that every man th 
6% has 3 Right, and that 'tis his duty, to examine the 
Doctrinèes of all Teachers by the Word of * 


5 (27 J 


broper ſenſe and latitude, as implying, an equal. 


Dower to receive of reject, according to the light, in 
rs; Which the Doctrines examined appear, then I con- 
1d Meſs there is a great deal of Truth, in what he ſays. 
by {ut this he does not: He only allows a Right to 
F:u amine, but riot to reject every Doctrine, that ap. 
re ears to be falſe; which, as I obſerv'd before; is 
A. Hothing but a meer nominal and pretended Right, 
i. Ind not that Right, which the inſtance of the Bere- 
9. 5 proves. 4 : 7 DIED 52811 B ©, 4 £3960 

own indeed, that © the reſult of the examinati= 


on of the much commended Bereans, was entirely 
agreeable both to the Scripture, and the Apoſtle's 
Doctrine, for any thing that appears.” But, will 
from thence follow, that if the Apoſtle's Doctrine 
lad appear d repugnant to Scripture, they had no 


Right to reject it, becauſe it was true in it H? L 
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iy onder that a, Maſter in Iſrael, ſhould betray his ig- 
c Porance fo far, as once to imagine it. They had 


ertainly as much right to reject it, upon its appear- 


- | 
ang to be falſe, as they had to examene it, before. it 
u- ppear'd to be true. A Right of rejefting, being el. 
at Wentially implyed in a Right of examining: And if 
te Mr. F. denies a Right to examine, in r latitude; 


Whatever he e and however he may charge 
u. Ine with a defect of candor, in ſuppoſing it, tis 
Plain, I had almoſt ſaid, to demonſtration, that he 


to 2 5 f A — . * 3 . 

o Fould have People, pin their Faith upon other men's 

rs lee ves, and ſee with o7her People's eyes, and receive 
p At * 3 N * 6 S | 

rs Doctrines, which they have either not examin d by 


* 9 * 


be Scripture, or, which amounts to the ſame, not 
Fund agreeable to it. i n 


IF Mr. F. is unwilling to © allow aLiberty of Indiffe- 
>. rency to embrace or reject the true ſenſe of Scrip- 


ture. But if Men have not ſuch a Liberty, where 


n he true ſenſe of Scripture is undetermin'd, they 
je have no Right or Liberty to her at all; the very 
e ground. Or 2 


22 


E/Jence of Judgment falls to 
"0 


Mr Mr. E. here takes the word, Examination; in a 


— 5 * ah wg b * 1 
. — — — — — — — — —— R —ů— ——5 — — ——— —U2— 920 0 
> ” vw wig wo room — ov « — — ett te; nn ht q - a 


—— . — —ñ—àʃ— ere renee, 


CAA $91.44 20 — -» * — 
4 — — — 


——— 


9-167 ite ens « þ 4 my * 
— 2 r * 
—U— — <4 2 — — _ Aa — Py 
— ; ä. 
oY — - : WM 


4 


* 
— 


5 * —— * 
— 12 rn e -- 


my —2— oO” "I. 2 . * ä ; 
W ** A Orc! . — — 
= — — 1 * : a a * 


— melo wee Ain 
- » cus — 


— - 
„„ 
——— RN — — 


— — —— — 


-% 
At Ya 
— 2. 9 rn; — 


„ wa 
— 
—— —— — 


* OY — — Sw 9 — 
R a 
—— — — — eDbie ts U * 
, — a 2 — ——— _ 
* 
— — coo - 


right. to reject their ſenſe of the Scriptures, till they 
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deny that Principle. 


preac hd) was good; tor as he then argued, whatever 
he. pretends now, that all Chriſtians were, by Ver- z 


Conſequence was natural, that Chriſtians (of whom 


LEP, 


I:for once fuppoſe, that we have not ſuch a Right of Tx 
judgivg, as to reject the z74e ( by which I now mean, 
the rea) ſenſe of Scripture, yet I ſee no advantage 
from ſuch a Conceſſion, in favour of impoſing Power; 
becauſe. no Synod can prove, that we have not a 


have fairly prov'd their ſenſe to be ru. 
He queries, © how the Scripture can be the only 
Rule, if any Men upon any pretence, have a right 
to declare Sentiments contrary to it?“ But wha 
pleads for ſuch a right? All that I plead fax, is: 
right, to uſe the. Scriptures as a- % t humane Doe 
Erines. And if this be not making the Scripture aff 
Rule, let Mr. F. tell us what is. We axe not therefore 


drove to ſuch a Dilemma, as either to renource d 


the Right I am pleading for, or to quit claim t 
© the. Principle --- hat the Scripture is the only rie 
Faith. They are another ſort of Men, who 


{4 There is another Text, he ſays, beſides the. in, 1 b 
« ſtance of the Bereans, which I think makes plain. 
© ly. for my right of private Judgment, viz. the. 8 
Text be preach'd from; which yet, I think fit to %, 
© paſs. over, with this Expreſſion, pag. 9. FI had” ſe) 
7 read unon this Controverſy ex profeſſo, I Eno ee 
& not where I could have found a better Foundation Of 
eto build the Principles of private Judgment upon dgy- 


But Mr. F. ought to have remember'd the Occaſion, 
of that Expreſſion, that I ſpoke it upon the ſuppoſi- 


tion, that his reaſoning from it (in the Sermon he dave 


tue of the Holy LVyuction IN FALLIBLE, and that in- 
fallibility might izſer a power of Impoſition, the 


only I: was then ſpeaking ) had a Power of Impo- 
ſition, and of courſe, a Right of Judgment; let him 
but examine the gth page of my Sermon with care; 
and he will acknowledge the. tealpning to be right 4 


* 


1 


of Tam fu rizd' to ſee him ſo timely give 2 that 
Net lebrated® Text in Peter, viz. That no Prophecy. of 


cripture is of any private Interpretation, it being in 
ny Apprehenſion the moſt plauſible Text, he could 
 2W-ave found, to ſupport his Subſcribing *Printiples, 
and a Text, which it may be he would have greedi- 
y enough catch'd at, had not the Papiſts uſed it 
before him, againſt all private Judgment of Chriſti- 


he Church believes, © which, he ſays, is diametri- 
* cally. oppoſite to his conſtantly, avowed Princi- 
ple: though I think he ſpeaks here with much 
Wore Aſſurance, than Truth, ſince we muſt either 
pon his * 9k go out of the Church, or be- 
ie ve as that be N 2455 S 


leVes. | 


. However, before he leaves my Right of private 
wa udgment, he will give it a Name, that ſhall if poſſi- 


le, make it odidus to all good Men. © I ſhall ob- 
ſerve, ſays he, that it no leſs favours Atheiſts in 
their Atheiſm, than Arians in their Arianiſm; ſee- 
ing the one may plead the Light of their Conſcj- 


ibſcribers did not plead the Light of their — 

Niccs, as well as we! and as if we did not endea- 
Four to inlighten our Conſciences, by the Sripture 
Is well as hey! as if, therefore, the Argument did 
Hot ſtrike at their right of Judgment, as we Il as ours! 
Put ſee what palpable miſtakes, inconſiſtencies, and 
Elf. contradictions Men often run into, when they 
Have a Zeal of God, but not according to Know- 


edge? How is it poſſible, that we who make the 


* 


he ould be number'd with thoſe, or ſuppos d to favour 


them, who deny the very Being, and Exiſtence of 
mod? Did we' profeſs indeed to follow the natural 
20 icgates of Conſcience, without the light and aſſiſt- 
m ace of Divine Revelation, the Charge of Atheiſm, 


be Pr rather Dei, would 'look more ſpecious ; bur | 


ans whatever, and for implicit Faith, or believing as 


© ence and Reaſon as well as the other: As if the 


1 Vord of God, the profeſsd Rule of Conſcience, 


enly proſeſs a God, * | 
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the Scriptures to be his Word, and dal plead Fo 


affect the Preheminence, and to exerciſe a Dominion 


That he maintains Inpeſition, is as clean as the Sun, 


E TY. 


ſuch a liberty of Conſcience as to try all things by 
that Rule, then to charge us with favouring Arpeiſt 
in their Arheiſm, is certainly a ſtrain of Language 
that has no foundation, but in the Humour of the 
Speaker; and I hope, when Mr. F. comes to think in 
cool Blood, he will ſee the raſhneſs and injuſtice of 
ſuch Imputations. L Rik, > ffs! = 
And as for the prodigious growth of Infidelity, in 
England, © where, he ſays, the modern Principles of 
Liberty have beten ſo unaccountably careſs d“, what 
ever his Opinion of it may be, *tis more than he canl 
2 that it does not ariſe from ſome other Cauſe 
nfidelity may well grow, when the Sufficiency of 
the Scripture is ſo generally cried down, and they 
who call themſelves Ambaſſadors of the Prince of 
Peace, regardleſs of their Maſter's Counſel ( wha 
hath ſaid, ir ſnall not be ſo among you ) begin tc 


over their Brethren : At leaſt, I ſuppoſe, we ma 
find Men as conſpicuous for Piety, among the Non 
ſubſcribers, as Mr. F. can boaſt of on the oppoſin 
fide. And I cannot ſeriouſly think that a profeſs'd 
Adherence to our Bibles, in oppoſition to humane 
Schemes and Teſts, has any thing like a direct Ten. 
dency to baniſh Chriſtian Charity and Vertue, but} 
rather to keep and guard them. And we are not 
reſponſible for thoſe Effects that come by Accident 
and plain Abuſe. j 


Having diſmiſsd my Right of Judgment, he comes 


next to conſider, pag. 60. What I offer relating to 
Inpoſition and impoſing Power, and here he ſays 
that he never us'd the Term of impoſing Power 


mY OT impoſition in ſpeaking of the Authority of Mi- 


* niſters relating to Creeds, but on the contrary, 
* had denied the Exerciſe of it, to be an impoking 
© on any. true Chriſtian, * But why ſhould Mr. F. 
maintain Impoſition, and yet quarrel with the Name} 


Far 


: *.* 


For a Doctrine is never more properly impos d, 
than when we profeſs our Aſſent, from the infſuence 
of a Penalty, and not from the evidence of the 
thing. And this is the Method Subſcribers take. - *_ 
' They condeſcend (as their Phraſe is) on a ſet 
of Principles : this ſet of Principles we muſt either 
afſert to as true, whether we think them all-ſo or 
not, or quit claim to Miniſterial, and Chriſtian Com- 
» 13 munion. And tho' they pretend to allow us a right 


" 
HENS era ts urn hmm nn been enuf ont ꝛů —— ²ðÜ— os a a 
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ON to examine their Principles by the Scripture, yet we 

lat muſt never reject them: If this be not IMPOSTTI- 

ca ON, I don't fee, upon what foundation, we charge ; 
ſe it upon Papiſts; ſince they and Sebſcribers agree, in j 
o compelling an aſſent by Penalty; and only differ, 
ae in the nature and degrees of that Penalty: So that | 
the Truth is too plain, and has a better foundation, thari 
hq the Humour of the Speaker; That the Papiſts rake | 
t 7he Bible out of our Hands, and the Impoſers, who | 
20% leave it in our Hands, pluck out our eyes, and the 
* only recompence we have is, to ſee with theirs. 

75 In the next page, he has a Paſſage, and makes - 


Concefſion, that ſtrikes me with-'ſurprize : © The 

© Reader, ſays he, may obſerve in the Sermon, that 

* I infer no Power at all from the certainty of Faith, 

= © which the Text teaches ; but only, that faithful 

= © Miniſters are capable of an Authority to determine 

Articles of Faith, and to require aſſent to them? 

And at the bottom of the pag. he adds, © Mr. F had 

"I py this &c. told him, immediately after his Sermon 
was preached, which makes; him inexcuſable, for 


"© publiſhing his Sermon, without correcting“ Let 
ki me conſider theſe Paſſages diſtinctly. Firſt, he ſays, 
"1-7 © The Reader may obſerve in the Sermon: "But 
ho is that poſſible, when he confeſſes, that what 


. he has publ iſh'd, is not an exact Co y of what he 
x? «7 * © And mar may the Reader obſerve? 

Faith which the Text teacherh, Nowe n 
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was the intent of his Sermon? Or did he beſtow alt 


Capacity, of determining Articles of Faith, which 


different things, and often divided in Fact, and bor- 
ros a compariſon from the Laws; where there may 


not to ſpend a Glaſs, in proving a ( ap acity, from 9 


tion of ſuch fierce debate, not upon the bare Capacity of 


© from other Topicks; I dare lay, it would have 


(32) 


that pains, to prove, that Miniſters had the ſame. 


private Chriſtians have? Or, did he think, that if he 
once prov'd their Capacity, we ſhould not diſpute 
their Authority? No. He freely owns, they are 


be © Men of good judgment, and skill, who are there- 
« fore capable of beingJuſtices of the Peace,who yet, 


© have not the Authority of that Office, not having a Wo 


t Commiſſion. It certainly then behov'd Mr. F, 
to have prov'd an Authority firſt, and then the Wil- | 
dom of God, would have inferr'd a Capacity ; and 


whence, it ſeems, he never pretended. to infer an 
Authority. But to proceed; Mr. S. he ſays, had this = 
«told him, immediately after hisSermon was preach'd.” | 

I readily own it; and only wonder, it was {not told 
me before my Sermon was preach'd ;. when bis was 
cenſur'd before the Presbytery, and laid the Founda- 


Miniſters, (tho that would admit of diſpute) but the 
smpoſing Power that was argued. from it. Had he 
then ſaid, I have only intended to how, that Mi- 
 niſters have a Capacity to determine Articles of 
Faith, thereby removing, the grand objection. of 
ie falliviliry ; but their Authority muſt. be argued i 


heal'd the differenges that aroſe upon it, and I ſhould 
never have tho't it my Duty, to proach, what I did. i 
But when I remember d, that he ſeem'd, not only to 
inſiſt upon Authority, but to do it as a 1 o 

d apacity, and never, that I know, denied it, till 1 

7 ſhown the Abſürdity of it, and bow it might * M 
transfer the Power from Synods to private Chriſtians; 
I could ſee no obligation; I was under, to correct my 


Sermon, when it went to the Preſs; but rather thot « 


it inconlittent with. the feln, wich which ſuch, » | 


Sermon 


4227 


(33) 


rmon ought to be publiſd; which makes me ap. 
Wpear leſs inexcuſable, than Mr. F. pretends. © 
Leet us now examine the Proofs, he brings, for the 
Autbority it ſelf. And, to clear the way, ſee how 
he explains the power he pleads for; and that both 
Negatively and Poſitively. - GE 
1. Neg. © I do not plead, fays he, 1. For Autho- 
ce rity in Church Rulers, obliging a People to their 
% Deciſions abſolutely, without comparing them 
„with the Scripture.” But this is a meer pretence; 
2 for while we are not allowed to rejef their Deciſi- 
ons, if they — — repugnant to Scripture, we are, 
in effect, forbid to compare them with it. And while 
Nr. F. pretends to © diſclaim all dominion over the 


n Faith of Chriſt's Subjects, from the general drift 
n pf his Writings, it appears, that he aims, and aſpires 
t nothing leſs. 8 

C But let us hear the Second Negative · Neithex 
d WF :4ly. do I plead for any Authority to Church Ru- 
. lers, to force or conftrain People, to embrace, or 
* profeſs, even; the greateſt and moſt important 


Truths, contrary to even theirerring Conſciences.” 
But how can that be, when for following the con- 
duct, of what he only thinks an erroneous Conſci- 
Wence, we are refuſed both Afiniſterial and Church 
Z Communion ? Which, tho? it has not yer arriv'd (as 
Rome it ſelf was not built in a day) to the ſame degree 
f Compul ſion, as a Spaniſp Inquiſition carries with ity 
s yet deſign'd for the fame purpoſe, viz. to compel an 
Aſſent to what a Synod ſhall pleaſe to call, a ne- 
ceſſary Article of Faith. : 
; e us now hear, what he ſays, under the Poſitive 
„ MALL 3 A 
3 © 2dly. Poſi . I plead that Church Rulers, have a 
Miniſterial Authority; that is, that they are depu- 
ted and ſubordinate Judges, under the Lord Flus; 
Authoriz d to ſhew, according to Scripture, what 
his People are to believe and do. And that 
© any who refuſe the obedience of Faith, to their 
. rg E 2 « Doctrines 


m1 0.0 


2 


C3 2 wwe N en . 


— 


7 
LAPT 


+ 
— _! 
—— 


vw— =” _— 


eb 1 
1 ”" U 
—ů —— 

1 


* —— ca 0 _ 


* © »- 

— ntirns” ae; a . 

— — — -_— _ as 
r — 


HE In 


— — 
—— — — 
— — — 


— 


— — 3 20 


* 22 : 944 np 
. 4 
* . I SE 
* _ — —— * 


2 


r W ans 
— 2 _ —— ws 
A St — 44 -* * 8 — 
7 


— 


— 
— 


P — — 3 2 „ 1 1 ey 6 
* W 
"_ * — 1 


— 


—— * 20 as * 
— — 


— — 


— —— 2 — 
——— ba 
by — — 


2 
— —ͤ—„—ü 


— — 


_ — m 
— 


1 24 % "7 A 
* Wm 


TTT 
— — 
— — 


— 


> e | 8 
1 = wha 
— 


— 


1 £ 
— — — 1 A 
* IT"; — = - 
— — "CREE Tone 4 ns 8 


- . . - 
— 4 = popes ons . | ” 
6 —— — — = a . 


Vw 


Th (E791 


* Poctrines or Deciſions, which are according to 


«© Scripture, incur the guilt of refuſing obedience to 
& Chriſt himſelf ; whom his Miniſters in the due 


* exerciſe of their Commiſſionated Authority, do re. 


c preſent.” Theſe words can't be well underſtood, 
without being acquainted with the Swb/cribingPhraſe. 
One that is ignorant of the Cryptick Style, which 
they affect, would think that Mr F. in theſe Expreffi- 
ons, intended to ground obedience to the Decrees of 
a Synod, on the agreement they. are acknowledg'd to 
have with the Scripture. But in the Subſcribing 
Style, that only is agreeable to Scripture, which a 


Synod of Miniſters (let the People judge how they || 
will) conclude to be ſo; and to ſuſpect it is Damna- 
Ble Hereſy. So that Mr. F. muſt be underſtood here, 
as pleading for obedience, to all that a Syzod ſhall 
think, or 105. is agreeable to Scripture. And to prove 
this, he borrows his Arguments from me. © Let us 


& now ſee, what Mr. Smith (anexcellent Man, when 
be ſpeaks any thing in favour.of Subſtription) © excel- 
© lently ſuggeſts: which I inſiſt upon as a plain 
ce proof of the Miniſterial Authority, I plead for. 
cc And firſt he tells us pag. 6. that they (the Mi- 
© nifters of Chriſt) are Ambaſladors for Chriſt as he 


© was for the Father : As therefore he revealed all | 
© that the Father gave him, and nothing elſe ; ſo 
c ſhould they, all that he has given them. So runs 
F his Commiſſion; Go, teach all Nations, teaching 
© them to obſerve all things, whatſoever I have com- 
© manded you? © Agreeably hereunto, he ſays p.)“ 
© He (meaning Chriſt) by his Miniſters, yet ſpeaks; 
Let us fee, that we deſpiſe not him, that ſpeaks from 
© Heaven, but receive the Word, not as the word of 
© Man, but as it is, indeed; the Word of God; always 
© remembring what Chrift has told them, He that 


t deſpifeth'.you, defpiſeth me, and he that deſpiſeth 


b me, deſpiſeth him that ſent me.“ To which he 


ct adds this excellent Comment, The contempt r+-| 


* ſes from us, ro Chriſt, and terminates in his Father 
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(35) 3 
« A moſt beautiful Climax ! And indeed nothing 


ec could be ſpoken more to my purpoſe, than whe. 


ec hole of both . More to his purpoſe ! 
how ſo? What do theſe Paſſages imply and prove 
more than rh? That Miniſters being Embaſladors of 
Chriſt, we ought to pay the ſame reſpects to them, 
as to Chriſt Himſelf ; /o far as they repreſent Him, 
and ſpeak and act uithin the bounds of their Com- 
miſſion from Him. Tis therefore incumbent on Mr. 
F. to prove, that a Synod of ' Miniſters always act 
within the bounds of their Commiſſion, when they 
require obedience to all that they CALL, Articles 


e Faith. Till this be prov'd, the Paſſages he cites 
from me, are nothing to his purpoſe. 


The Authority he claims for Miniſters, is founded 


. in their ſublime Character of, Chriſt's Embaſſadors ; 
They are bis Embaſſadors, no further than they act 
within the Bounds of his Commiſſion: and they 


certainly obſerve the bounds of that Commiſſion, no 
further than what they ſpeak is agreeable to Scrip- 
ture, where the limits of the Commiſſion are run, 


and fix d. The only Queſtion to be reſolv'd then, 


is, Who ſhall judge, when they ſpeak according to 
Scripture,and when they do not? It Miniſters them- 


= ſelves ; and their judgment be made the Rule; then 
a Miniſter of Arminian Principles, muſt be obeyed, 
as ſoon as a Caluiniſt: which opens a Door to every 
RB Hereſy. If People muſt judge, then they may refuſe 
IJ aſſent to every Article, that appears unſcriptural to 
hem, whatever their Miniſters lay to the contrary. 
And the Paſſages, which Mr. F. thought fo much to his 
purpoſe, are directly level'd againſt him, and he had 
little reaſon to boaſt, and clap his Wings. 


In the two following pages, he is very obſcure 


and confus d; but as well as I can trace him, his 


meaning is; that I muſt either allow Miniſters a 


Power, to fix the ſenſe (that is, I ſuppoſe, the rrue 
and real ſenſe) of Scripture; or underſtand the 
term, zeach, in the Apoſtle's Commiſion, as only 

= : reading 
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reading and repeiting the words of Seripture. S0 
that he ſeems to argue here, from the Name and 
Character, which the Commiſſion gives, of, Teachers. 
To which I anfwer, that tho I am not ſuch 2 
Maſter of Reaſon and Eloquence, as Mr. F. might 
think himſelf, when he ventur'd his Book to Har. 
vard Colledge ; yet Fam not fuch a Boy, as to © de- 
nne teaching by bare Reading or repeating Scriprurs 


* 


Mords? ren e ee eee 
Every Teacher muſt nt à ſenſe upon what he 
teaches; but it will not follow, that he has fix'd the 
ſenſe, in which he ought to teach. The words of 
Scripture are certainly ſigmficant Sounds; and have 
( with regard to the literal ſenſe ) one only fix'd 
and determinate meaning. But it will not follow, 
that a particular Body of Minifters, have always hie 
_#hat ſenſe. They may fix a ſenſe. upon Scripture, 
that was not the ſenſe. of the Sirit. And muſt we 
then receive their ſenſe, becauſe they have the name 
of Teachers? Verily no. Tis the great Duty of 

_ Miniſters to ſearch the Scriptures, and then to give 
their Hearers the Reaſons, that induce them to think, 
that the ſenſe they have fix'd upon, is indeed the 

ſenſe of the Spirit; and according to the force of 
their Reaſons, the Hearers have liberty to give, 

or with-hold their aflent : This is the way to be 
guided by the light and evidence of Truth, and not 
by the /ound, and authority of names. Whereas, 
upon Mr. F-.-'s Hypotheſis, Mr. Pierce himſelf, be- 
ing once Ordain'd a Miniſter of Chr:ft, and having] 
thereby, acquired the name of a Teacher, might juſt- 
ly impoſe His Sentiments upon us; ſaying, that Men 
of his Function and Character, being called“ Scribes, 

c well inſtructed to the Kingdom of God; 
ce faithful and wiſe Servants ; faithful Men, able to 
te teach others, it muſt import more, than that they 

can read well, audibly and gracefully;” even aj 

Porter to fix and determine the ſenſe of theScriptures. 

How will Mr. F. elude this Argument? he will fay, 

ets T2” , perhaps, 
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perhaps, that Mr. P. was erroneous, and did there? 
fore forfeit the Character, which his Ordination im- 
plied. But then, what becomes of his Argument 
from Teachers 2 If a Man of that Character, might 
be erroneous; by what ſhall We determine, When 
the Character implies the Ort hodosy of the Perſon, andèꝰ 
when it doth not ? Indeed, Where Teachers are 
infallible, as were the. Apoſtles: under the Goſpel, 
and perhaps the Levites, who taught the People, 
and, (I would have Mr. F. obſerve) cauſed! em 
to underſtand the reading, under the Lau; then 
he ſenſe, they fix and determine, muſt be cer- 
tainly right, & where their infallibility is known, will 
be never queſtion'd. But, in this caſe, the ground of 
aſſent is infall ibil ity, and not the character of Teach. 
75, abſtracted from it. And: Mr. F. cannot chink 
we ſhould ſhow. the ſame regard to ordi nary Mini- — 
ſters, meerly becauſe they are called Teachers; for 
bo' they have a general Commiſſion to Tea ch, com- 
menſurate with their erdinary Powers, yet being 
but Fallible Men, they have not an Apoſtle's vapa- 
ity and qualifications > And ſince Mr. F has, no 
here ſhown, that they are capable of determining, 
at leaſt; the Fundamentals of Chriſtianity, he has 
aid nothing to invalidate his own objection, even 
ith reſpect. to r hoſe Fundamentalũ; from hence 
t follows, that we are not obljg'd to aſſent to their 
Poctrines, whether from the Pulpit, or when Con- 
en'd in Synods, before we have bro't them to the 


Teſt of Scripture, and found them agreeable to it; | 


As to the Mode of expreſſing Aſſent, tis indiffer- 
Went to me, whether it be done by Subſcriprion, Niva 
cce, or any other way; could it only be prov'd; that 
Chriſt's Miniſters: have Authority, to require it, at 
leaſt to what they call Fundamentals. He as this 
as never been prov'd, and I am perſwaded never: 

an ; ſo after all that Mr. F. has ſaid to deſtroy the 
Parallel, Sub/crigtion is of the ſame Nature, with me, 
EY | „ wit 
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more than we would have 7hem impoſe theirs upon 
1: But that we carry it further, or that this carries 
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of England ; and he that can comply with the one; 
may alſo, in my Opinion, ſubmit to the other. 
So much for Impoſition and impoſing Power, 
He proceeds next to examine what I ſay toCreeds, the 
Object of it, pointing to the 8th p. of my Sermon; 
where'T ſay, We learn that nothing but what ca 
Bas reveaFd in Scripture can be made a neceſſary Ar. 


Oc. This Conſequence was ſo natural and juft, that 
Mr. F rather ſtrives: to evade than deny it; pretend. 
ing, that © in the Non- ſubſcribing Style, nothing is 
© reveal'd in Scripture, but the expreſs Words} of 
«Scripture, & that without any determinate :Senſe ®, 


« Determinations of Scripture Doctrines, not expreſs'd 
© in'Scripture Words, are humane, and not what is 
© reveal'd in Scripture ; however neceſſarily and. 
clearly deduced from Scripture Words, by the Mi- 
0 niſters of Chriſt *. When I read this Paſſage, I 
was hardly Maſter of my Paſſions. I had almoſt ſaid 


iin my haſte, what a better Man had ſaid before . tue 
me.. I defy Mr. F. to produce one Inſtance, . Pro 
where Non - ſubſcribers declare this to be their Judg-· . Ute 
ment. Nor do I ſee, how ſuch a Conſequence, canW. He 
with any: umbrage of juſtice be drawn from our Fair 
Principles. Tis true, that we ſo far allow different "4 


Men to take the Words of Scripture-in contrary 
Senſes, as not to impoſe our ſenſe upon others, any 


it 700 far, is incumbent on my Rev. Brother to prove. 
And I can aſſure him, that where the Derermi- 
nations of a Synod appear to be neceſſarily and clear- 


by deduced from Scripture Words, I thall freely yield £ 

my Aſſent, ( and I believe I may promiſe the ſame Meir 
for all my Brethren ) whatever Terms they are?" 
cloathed;in. And its becauſe I think, that the Do- ake N 


ctrine of one Subſtance in the Sacred Three ; the 
I | 5 Proper 


" ay) 


proper rnd p ſl = Cl pri along ie? 
-aith, ; A a e like important Princip! ih, " clear! 
if pers uc d from Ser 


a0 nece ſſaril ipture, th ro 
nd preach them, nden inſiſting upon bay 1 Proſe 

veyance of then, * verry frei, And there: 
fore, it cannot be © S:----'S O pinion, that only 
ce the Litters and SlLable are leg” and wat 
the Principles, Mr. F. mention'd, Care humane Tra 
" ditions, and ommandnenty of Men, 7 n of 
& contain'd in Scripture, in ſo many expreſs Words.“ 
What foundation then could there be for ſuch 
Charge? Vl tell you Reader, there is a certain thing 
called ORTHODOXY } which Mr. F. appropriates 

o hin and his Zrethren ; from {hence he concludes * 
hat whatever ſenſe Hey fix 
ly the ſenſe of the Sirit, the x + ge of a 
e thinks muſt be, that they who refuſe that lenſe, 
uſt ſuppoſe the Scripture to have » 10 ſenſe A all. 
Hin ile Clamor. 
7M He tells us, p. 75. That when we alle ee * that 
4 Creed-makers prefer their Creeds to the Scrip- 
* tures, and their on words to God's Word; We 
proceed upon a. profound Ignorance, of the na- 


never pretended that Creeds were the Rule of 
Faith, 50 

the Faith “. 2 

But how can he have the face to ſay, that they 
never pretended, that Creeds were the Rule of 
Faith ”, or that © they leave the ſupreme Authg- 
rity, as 'a ule of Faith, e to the Scriptures, ? 


hen 'tis pla at a Man of the firſt repute for 
5 8 Moral FS, { the ht. unble; 


Learnin 5 0 a 
niſh'd Life, and who appeals. to a 0 as t 
upreme Authority, and ru fo le FP = reful 


beir Communion left ſs b e alfo Peril 00 of ſome 

her 3% ent or eiy 0 7255 1 their Creeds'm 1 
al ent fron \ the C 

ale of my Fait 7 th 


make | 


. 3% 1550 rid, 


pon Scripture, is infalli- 


* ture and deſign of Creeds, ---- ſeeing Subſcribers _ ; 
ut only Teſts of 2 Man's being | ſound in 2 
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ce you, declare this to be the 
© to believe thus and thus. 


1 A * Af 
(4) 


Creeds. If a Creed be compiled by Calvuiniſis, the an 
Armi nian is condemt d, tho? he Subſcribes the S rip. I ar 
ture, and is willing to defend his Principles by it eve 
Or if the Creed be Arminian, the Caluiniſt muſt ex ly © 


pect the ſame Treatment: which is ſo far from leav- zy 0 


ing the ſupreme Authority, as a Rule of Faith, en- on. 


tire to the Scriptures, that they plainly transfer it Arti 
to their reſpective Creeds. And the Queſtion is ther 
now; not, whether a Man believes the Screprure, but ble 
whether he ſtfbſcribes my Creed. Indeed were I 
ask d in what ſenſe I underſtood a particular Text 
of Scripture ? it would I own be very ridiculous to 
give my anſwer in the Words of hat Text; Repe- 
711403 being no Explanggeon. But that is no reaſon 
why I ſhould make ny ſenſe a Rule or Teſt to my 
ueriſt ; T have nothing to do but to ſhew the Rea. 
on and Evidence upon which my ;ſenſe is founded. 


And the ſame I ſay of Synods, they being made up o M 
fallible Men, it would be very incongruous, to make gave 
their Sentiments a Rule, or if there be any Diſtincti “ Nc 
on, a Teſt to others. Methinks the Claim of AuFWc of. 
© thority comes but aukwardly out of the mouths of « ſou 


&« fallible Men. As for the. Church of Rome they h 
ce talk and act conſiſtently. They pretend indeed he p 
ce to be Authoritative Interpreters of Scripture andi tyres 
« Maſters of Faith; but then they alſo pretend to -;.,,- 
© be ſuitably qualified for this Office, by, the Spiri 
© of infallibility, that reſides among them. Burt for 
ce Proteſtatits, that don't pretend to the Qualification, 
« yet to aſſume the Office, is not very modeſt. Wou'dff Faith 


* jt not be a decent Preface to the Deciſions of aff to th 
c Proteftant Rabbi, © Chriſtian Friends and Bre fraid 
 * thren, to ſecure to you the profeſſion of the trud an eg 

b Faith, in the ſeveral Articles of it, and that you 


« may not fafl into error and miſtake, relying on 
t your own fallible Judgment, I who am no more 


wt - 


ce infallible than you, and as liable to miſtake a 


able , amen 
Faith, and require yo 


o 
* 4 


| 


If it be ſaid that Synods m 
Wl lamentals, and compile a Creed conſiſting of them. 
I anſwer, We have no Aſſurance that they know 


y One; and *tis more than poſſible, that the Majore- 
ey of the Compilers, may be deſtitute of that Uncti- 
n- on. Or if they have it, might poffibly think ſome 
ig Articles fundamental, that are not really ſo. And 
IE therefore no humane Creed can be made an infallj- 


ut ble Teſt of any Man's ſoundneſs in the Faith; that's 
che ſole Prerogative of Scripture ; and Miniſters be- ' 


ing commiſſion'd to teach, not to dictate or impdſe, 
muſt cauſe; us to underſtand the reading; and ſhew 
us the Harmony of their Doctrines with our Hibles. 


dox Sentiments, and give an implicit Credit to our 
Teachers, and even believe as the Church believes. 
Mr. F. did not conſider, what a fatal blow he 
gave at the Root of his Cauſe, when he ſays, that 
* Non-ſubſcribers can't ſeriouſly think, that the End 
© of Creeds ( which is to diſcover whether a Man be 
© ſound in the Faith) could ever be an End, for 
© which God deſign'd the Scriptures ; ? for how can 
he prove that this was not the End of the Scrip- 
tures, but upon the ſuppoſition, that they are inſiſfi- 


cient to anſwer ſuch an End ? And if they are 1. 


how do they know themſelves to be ſound in the 


to the Impoſition of z7heir Faith upon us. I am a- 
fraid his Brethren will ſeverely chaftiſe him for ſuch 


© !tabliſh the Authority of Creeds upon an Argument 


amends for the defects of his Reaſon. 


ay be infallible in Fun- . 


even Fundamentals, without the Unction of the Ho- 


Where this is not done, we muſt either not aſſent 
to their Doctrines at all, or depart from the ortho- 


ſufficient, why do Subſcribers argue the Orthodoxy 
of their Creeds from their Harmony with them? Or, 


Faith? which yet is neceſſary, previouſly neceflary, 


an egregious Blunder as this; for attempting to e- 


that directly and plainly ſubverts it; unleſs his Zeal, 
TJ which has Here, out- run his Knowledge, ſhould make 


F 2 TY On 
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: * 5 * o A. 


%%% oo. ae ee lddtD Cai | 
- His next Argument apainſt a proſeſsd Adherence Ml fi 
to F lic s the only. Teſt of Orthodoxy, he pu 
takes from the uſe that Hereticks might make, and Les 
gave made of it: And gives pag. 57. à particular in- rhe 
ſtance in © Biddle's Scriptural Catechiſm; in which Ml 774 
he maintains the Anthropomorphite Abſurdities of MW the 
ce God of humane 'ſhape, finite, and confin'd' toll « C 
© Heaven, together with all the Socinian Irreli-W8 F 
* glon. on e OOO”, er” 
* * this is the very Shibboleth of the Papifts, ſeqt 
dme very Argument by which they juſtify their tak- | 
ing the Bible out of the Zaity's Hands FO OY 
There are ſome things in Scripture, hard to be 
© underſtood, which the unlearned and unſtablef 
* reſt, to their own deſtruction: tis therefore ui. 
© ſafe to truſt it in their Hands, and much more ex- 
© pedient to keep it in our own, and give them our 
Comments and Interpretations, for their Rule.“ 
I wonder, my Rev. Broth 


her, who Was ſo cautious 0 
uſiog a Texr before, Which the Papiſts had uſed, pa. 
59. to bad purpoſes ; ſhould e come to borrow an 
Argument from them ; efpecially, fince this affinity 


zn their Dialect, might tempt unthinking People to Sync 
ſuſpect, too great an affinity in their Principles. vern 
5 But left he ſhould call this Zvaſion, I will ſpeak © int 
directly to his obje&tion. ----- The Blaſphemies offi be b 
a Biddle, are either native Conſequences from the // 


Scripture, or abuſive. To ſay they are native, is to 
quſtify his Blaſphemies, and to throw the reflection o 
them upon the Bible ; being ſuch an ob/cure Book, 
that a Man muſt either run into Blaſphemous noti- 
ons of the Diety, or not draw a native Conſequence 
from it. But if ſuch Conſequences be abuſive, that 
concludes nothing againſt the Right we have to «/ 
the Scriptures, as our Rule and Zeſt. This is the 
reply, which * Proteſtants make to Papiſts ; and the 


7" | £ CIS = « V4 5 ** . > 35 ww wt a» 1 wyd ws 4.4 
I cscripturam quidam pervertunt, ſuo exitio, non Leionis, 
| ted [1 u0 Vit 20. : V- Maſtr icht, Theol. P. 34 
5 | . lame 
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fame Aufwer, T ſuppoſe, may ſers do the faiths Ar. 


e 2 
1M punicnit, out of a Sw/tiVer's Moyth ; Who is fo 


| zealous againſt erroneous ſudgments, that rather than 
n. they ſhould lead us into miſtakes; he will charitably 
4h Wl 74k out our Eyes, and lend us the uſe of his; n 


of MW then we ſhould be ſure, not © to turn the Houſe of- 


to © God into a Den of Thieves. 


li- He is not a little angry, that I ſhould ſoy, this Do. 


&rine of impoſition, is a Doctrine of pernicious Con: 
Ps, ſequence, and asks me, he]? I anſwer, tis 4 

pernicious Doctrine, that cries down the feen 
of the Scripture, as a Rule of Faith, and 26% of Or. 


words are better than God's, for ſuch a Teſt + That 
gives no Proper liberty to ſearch theScriptares: Phat 
allows ſore Miniſters dominion over the Faith 

their Brethren : That ftrikes at the undatibh of 
Proteſtant Principles; and in a word, deſtroys u 
Chriſtianity, For ſince one Synod impoſes - ups 


5a. no other foundation, than a firm per/waſion of theil 
an being in the right, the {ame per/waſion, gives the 
ty /me Authority to another; and by that means, 2 

Synod of Hereticks may come, at length to o- 


vern the Church, and to © turn the Houſe of God 


ak © into a Den of Thieves. Nor cah this be faid to 
off be by abuſe, but by the moſt native tendency; per- 
beſ./e2//o» of Truth being the common foundation, upon 
toll which they all impoſe ; or if it were by abuſe, the 
offs argument holds as ſtrong, applied to Creeds, as it 
k, does to Srriprore. . 
t- Let us ſee how Mr. F. ſtates and anſwers, ſomę 
cel of the things, that are here objected. 1 
all © 1 know ſays he, pag. 79. it's alledg'd, that if 


© Power be allowed to the Orthodox, to exclude a- 


bell © ny from the Church; others will claim an equal "a 
he © right to do fo by ſound Chriſtians ; but ſure there 


can be no reaſon, why a man, that has right,ſhould 


can 


»- 


thodoxy ; That is not afraid to declare, that Mn 


not aſſert it, and act ſuitably to it; becauſe ano- 
* ther, who has no right, will pretend to it. Neither 
5 6c 


14 


© can there be any reaſon, why, becauſe a lawful 
« Magiſtrate, exerciſes a juſt and legal Govern. 
% ment; therefore a Uſurper may play the Tyrant: 
Which is exactly a parallel caſe, with what is ſup. 
te pos'd in the objection.” An exact ſubſcribing Pa- 
rallel Mr. F. and his Brethren are the lawful Ma. 
giſtrate; and others, ſhould they pretend to im- 
poſe, are Uſ/urpers and Tyrants ! But I muſt take the 
freedom to correct him, and ſet the objection in a 
fairer light, and then ſubmit his parallel to the 
Readers Judgment. What we alledge is this, via. 
That where the Orthodoxy of a Doctrine is diſpu- 
ted; it doth not appear, that one Man ought to im- 
poſe his opinion, or be excluded from the Church, as 
a Heretick, more than another; and what relation 
has this to Mr. F---'s lawful Magiſtrate, that is, one 
acknowledz'd to be ſo, and a Uſurper playing the Ty- 
rant ? If he has no better Talent, at running parel- 
lels, I adviſe him, to leave it to exacter hands. But 
Jet us ſee, whether he acquits himſelf any better 
in, the other Objection. 3 8 
Again, ſays he, ſome alledge, that if we aſcribe 
© power to Proteſtauts to require aſſent to heir Creeds, 
« there is the ſame reaſon, why Papiſts, ſhould claim 
© a power to impoſe theirs. Of this mind Mr. . 
© ſeems to be &c.” To which Mr. F. replies, 
That ſuppoſing a Man ſettled in Proteſtant Princi- 
© ples, and knowing, that Popery is made up of Su- 
< perſtition &c. it's a Contradiction to ſuppoſe, chat 
« he really thinks, that if Proteſtants have Authority 
ce from God, to require aſſent, to what the man knows 
© to be certainly the Doctrine of the Goſpel, accord- 
< ing to Scripture, that there's equal reaſon, why the 
« Papiſts ſhould have the like Authority, to require 
ce aſſent, to what the man knows certainly from 
* Scripture, to be wrong and wicked.“ | 
What certainty Mr. F. pretends to bave of the 
Proteſtant Doctrines, in oppoſition to what the Pa- 
, Piſs maintain, I Know not, But I believe, I ſtand 


"Cay) 


ſettled in Proteſtant Principles as he; And yet I 


can't ſay, I have any more than a moral certainty of 


them, from the holy Scriptures. And when I ſay, I 
am certain, that Proteſtants are in the right, and Pa- 
piſts in the wrong; I can only mean, that according 
to the beſt light and information, I can receive from 


the Scriptures, my judgment is thus fully determin'd ; 


And therefore, ſee no contradiction implied, in what 
is objected, againſt the Impoſition of Proteſtant Do- 
ctrines. For if we impoſe our Principles, upon a 


at as great a diſtance from Popery, and am as well 


firm Belief, and determination, that what we main-_ 


tain is Truth, certainly the ſame determination in 
Papiſts, muſt juſtify the Impoſition of Popiſh Doctrines. 
Nor doth this infer, that there is no ſuch thing as 
Truth; but that *tis not ſufficient to impoſe a Doctrine 
becauſe we judge it to be true. And I would only 
further obſerve, that if the Proteſtant Doctrines, be 
ſo clearly reveal'd in Scripture, as the terms, Mr. F. 


pacity, will quickly receive the Evidence, and the 
Impoſition of them become needleſs. And J think, 
we might take it, as a ſafe rule, that where the evi- 
dence of things is ſo bright, as to warrant an Impo- 
ſition, there it will never need it. : 

Mr. F. allows, that a Right to examine all Doctrines 
by the Scripture, is the foundation, upon which the 
Re formation was made, and has ever ſince ſtood, if 
taken in the /ound ſenſe, in which Ye (who is always 
ound) formerly explain'd it. But if I underſtand it of 
© a Liberty of indifferency, or a Right to judge for, 
6e or againſt the true ſenfe of Scripture &c. He ſays, 
© that the Reformation never did ſtand upon ſuch a 
ce rotten foundation.” It requires a better judgment 
than mine, to determine, what he means here, by the 
true ſenſe of Scripture. If he intends any other ſenſe, 
than what the Reformers determind to be true; tis 
more than He, or they, can prove, that zhey did not 
judge contrary to it. For they certainly proceeded 
; : upon 


uſes,ſeem to imply; a Man of ſincerity and common ca- 


Po . 


RT 


d pon what they judged to Wee u def Pore 
"| ells; 'infomuch, that the Truth of their Dodtrineg, 
would never have mov'd them 75 reform from Pope. 
xy; had they not been perſwaded of it. Whencs i 
follows, that whoeyer denies us a liberty, of being 
govern'd by our perſaſion of Truth, under the pre. 
tence of its being wrong, denies the Principles of 
the firſt Reformers, and ſtrikes at the foundation of 
the Proteſtant Doctrines; ſo that I had well enough 
conſider d, when I often wonder'd, how the Pro- 
zeſtans and the Inpoſer could meet in the ſame Man. 
He naw takes his turn to wonder, at the af. 
© ſyurance of Non-Subſcribers in ſaying, that making 
and requiring aſſent to Creeds, was inconſiſtent 
A with the Principles of the Reformation; And gives 
two learned Reaſons ; Firſt, © Becauſe then all the 
Churches of the Reformation went contrary tai 
© their own Principles: there not being one Re- 
formed Church without her Creed or Confeſſion.” 
A very weighty Argyment | as if the Reformed 
Churches could not, poſſibly, 4 contrary to their 
wn Principles; eſpecially under the influence of wit 
fach Temptations, as Power and Superiority carry Ml thir 
with them. We frequently obſerve ſuch inconliſten-Wleſs 
cies in private Chriſtians, and particular Miniſters, the: 
and why ſhould we think it impoſſible, in Reformed jud; 
Churches? Nay, if what Mr. F. boldly affirms, be WM will 
true, viz. © That there is not one Reformed Cry are 
© without her Creed, or Confeſſion, and that Creed 
or Confeſſion, no doubt impoſed ; *tis evident in F 
fact, that they have gone contrary to Reforming Ml © fis 
Principles, and, whether it infer 1gnorance or Supi- * cl 
dity, made a manifeſt infringement upon the very“ A 
foundation of the Reformation. | 
| Secondly, © He ſays, if that could be ſuppoſed, BM m 
© it's ſtrange that their Enemies, that waited for their A 
* halting, never told them of it. But whom does in t! 
he mean by their Enemies? Non-Sub[cripers, or Pal io! 
fiſts? If Nou-Swbſeribers 5 He cannot ay, Zh nei Jud, 


4 


vel 3 


+ 


” i 


e | 
ver told them of it. If Papiſis ; there is no reaſon to 
wonder, that hey have not: They are rather pleaſ- 
ted, to ſee their Principles fo. anaccountably careſsd 
by Proteſtants; and have ſome ſecret. hopes, that 
Eccleſiaſtical matters may come again to the old paſs; 
That from lodging Infallibility and Impoſition, in a 
plurality, they may at length, come to acknowledge 
one Catholick Head, and call Sr. Peter's SUCCESSOR, 
Maſter upon Earth. | „ =Y 
Mr. F. now comes to make his Remarks upon my 
Concluſion : And here, tho © he readily owns, that 
« Scriptures were uſeleſs without reaſon &c. yet he 
ce could not but take notice that Mr. Smith ſays, My 
t KReaſon is the eye to direct me hy it, meaning the 
£5 WW << Scripture; becauſe I add no diſtinguiſhing epi- 
(„ thet, to make a difference, between meer natural 
to unſanctifyd Reaſon, and an Underſtanding en- 
e- lightned by the Spirit. . . 
| By which I ſuppoſe, he would have me lay aſide 
my own unſanctiſyd reaſon, and uſe the Scriptures, 
by the enliabies + eyes of him, and his Brethren; 
with whom, no doubt, Wiſdom ſhall dy; at leaſt, & 
think he muſt mean, that the Scriptures are a ule» + 
leſs Rule, without the eye of ſanctiſyd Reaſon, and 
therefore all the unſanctiſyd have not a right to 
judge for themſelves; but the miſchief is, that this 
vill ſtrike at the Authority of Synods, where her 
1 Ware unſanctiſyd; and who ſhall be judge, when 
-d they are ſo, and when they are not? 
He ſays, he © ſhould not have notic'd this expreſ- 
* ſion, but that the Principles, which. Mr. & de- 
24- © clares for, in oppoſition to Creeds ; (being all 
ry Arminian, in their Original) are founded in the 
© ſufficiency of Reaſon, without ſupernatural Illu: 
SW mination; C bes #54 hog © 
r Are the Principles, I declare for, all Arminian, 
eh in their Original ? Is there ſuch a neceflary conne · 
4-8 Etion betwixt Arminianiſm, and the right of private 
Judgment which I have been pleading for? Then 


- [ 
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it will follow, either that Mr. F. has miſtaken the 8 
Sentiments of the Orthodox, upon the preſent Con. 
troverſy, or that all the Or:hodox Principles in the 
point of private Judgment, are originally Armin. 
an: For they allow, all that I have pleaded for, 
vis. That we muſt ſee Truth with our ows eyes, 
in the great Summary of Divine Truth, via. — 
ture, and not give an implicit credit to any Teach- 
ers, £48. 49. I can't tell how ſuch reaſoning may 
reliſh with his Brethren ; but if they be Calvini ſts, 
J think it has cut off their pretenſions to the Ortho. 
don Character, fo far at leaſt, as the preſent Debate 
extends: And as I have always my ſelf oppoſed 
Arminan Principles, ſo I am made a Heretick too, 
and have as little reaſon as any body, to thank him 


for an Argument, that has only obliged Arminiam Poi 


themſelves ; and if true, I dare ſay, would bring 
them in, a Sore of Proſelytes. 3 Wo 
2 K wiſh this may give him an occaſion for an after / 
. Ou 0 


he. | F 
In is cloſe of my Sermon, I ſaid, That I honour'd 
Syneds and Councils, as they preſerve Agreement a- 
mong Paſtors, &c. But, ſays Mr. F. © how can they 
& be honour'd when no Authority is allowed them, 
* and — no Warrant for what they do?“ 


He thinks, they are not ſufficiently honour'd, unleſs 
we allow them, what the Apoſtles themſelves diſ- 

claim'd, even, a Dominion over our Faith. All the 
Authority and Honour, with which the Scripture has 
cloath'd them, avails him nothing, ſo long as he ſees 
our Conſciences refuſe to bow to their Lordly Deci-f 


fions ; or while we are reſolvd to attend the voice ¶ d. 


from the excellent Glory, This is my Beloved Son, beat | 
yo HIM. 5 = 25 

© And then, he enquires, how can they preſerve 
agreement among Paſtors, when they may not ex- 
clude from their Society, or that of the Church, 
Leven a Biddle, or Valentinus, much leſs an Arian, 
Sainian 6G, unleſs. he intends an Agreement to 
85 _ EE 2 agree 


(9) 

J * apree in nothing: which looks more like a Conſpi- 
© racy againſt the Church of God, than a deſireable 
& Agreement. ” E „ 
I ſuppoſe he was not a little pleas'd with himſelf, 
when he hit upon that witty Expreſſion, viz. An 
8, WW Agreement to agree in nothing: Eſpecially if he can 
. prove it to be 4 Conſpiracy againſt the Church. But 
h-: doth all Agreement conſiſt in a Union of Opinions? 
ay May not Miniſters, who have ſome difference in 
their Sentiments, unite in their Afe&ons ? And by 
frequently convening, cultivate their Friendſhip, im- 
prove themſelves, know the Condition of their reſ- 
pective Charges, and better conſult the common In- 
Weereſt of Churches? Theſe would always be the 
Natural fruits of Synods and Councils, were it not for 
binionated Zealots, that preſently think themſelves 
Vallille, and make their Sentiments a Teft, and for- 
id thoſe to caſt out Devils, who follow not them. 
And as for the Men, and Principles which he men- 
ion'd ; if their Errors are not ſo palpable, as to be 


d aſily refuted by Argument; tis a great Queſtion, 
a- whether hey ought to be excluded by Authority; 
'Y fince the Kripture, (if that be allowed to have any 
n, Authority) directs Aſiniſters to exhort and convince 


WGainſayers; and the Heretick, whom Titus is com- 
manded to reject, is ſaid to be Se condemu d; not 
One, that labour d under an erroneous Conſcience; 


e ut one that went counter to his Light in the 
as purſuit of his Luſts, and held the Truth in unrigh- 
-S teouſneſs : which, by the way, can be no juſt prece- 
. dent for s, who have not the Apoſtolical Gift of 


Hiſcerning Spirits, to proceed againſt thoſe, who, as 
far as appears, fincerely endeavour to inform 
heir Conſciences, with a firm reſolution to obey 
their Dictates. | 
Mr. F. could not conclude his Book,nor take leave 
df my Sermon, without aa inſtance of his uſual Cha- 
Ii, in ſuggeſting to the World, that I play'd the 
[ypocrete, and call'd his 8 of Faith, an _ 
7-4 2 ent 


ent Compoſure, and an Incomparable Piece, only 25 2 
* ing, I will freely declare, that I do not agree with 


* would look on it to be Impoſition, to deſire me 


I never was ſo reſerv'd in my Principles, as not to 
gain my aſſent: And tho I ſhould think ir a great 


ance, ſhould not be pleaded, to ſupport Impoſition 


err ; and from thence I have inferr'd, that I ought 
not to make 7heir Deciſions my Rule; it being in 


TyoT]. 


cover for unſound Principles. The terms of Reſpect; 
he allows, are high; but ſays, they © can ſatisfy 
© none, in what I agree, with that Confeſſion ; ſee. 


ce every thing in it: And it's plain, my fide of the pre. 
" bee i oppoſite to ſeveral Oy 
« ticles of that Confeſſion : And it's to be tho't I 


* 


*to point out what T agreed with, and what not. 


declare, and that very freely, that there might be an 
Article or tauo, in the Weſtmenſter Confeſſion of Faith, 
which did not look to me, fo clear as they ſhould, to 


mpoſitzon, for any of my Brethren to require, I ſnould 
think it none, to deſire me, to point out, what I a- 
greed with, and what not ; provided, my Compli- 


upon others who ditter from me : But as plain as my 
Eagle-eyed Brother may think it to be, it may coſt 
him ſome pains to prove, that © my ſide of the pre- 
t ſent Controverſy is oppoſite to ſeveral important 
cc Articles of that Confeflion. * The Confeſſion of 
Faith it ſelf declares Chap. 31. that © all Synods or 
Councils, ſince the Apoſtles times, whether gene- 
* ral or particular, may err, and many Have err d; 
* therefore they are not to be made the Rule &@f 
* Faith or Practice, but to be uſed as an Help in 
both. I was ſurpris'd to find my Judgment fo 
exactly copied, and my Principles fo well expreſs'd, 
in ſuch a Book as this. The Premiſes here and the 
Concluſion, are both my own. | 6M 

It has always been a Principle with me, that there 
is 0 Synod ſince the Apoſtles Day, but what may 


my judgment, eſſential to a Rule, that it ſhould be 
always the ſame, and beyond poſſibility of — 
= | 4; tho 


Wa Co. : ; . * 
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2M tho” at che fame time I uſe them as Helps to aſfiſt 


*, my Interpretations pf Scripture, and thankfully re. 


fy MW ceive the Light which hey give me; therefore 
e- have aſſign'd it as one Reaſon in my 1 
th honour'd Synods and Councils; viz. That they were c 

e- v. Service in the illuſtration of Scripture ; and men- 
r. tion'd the Weſtminſter Confeſſion as a ſtanding Evidence 
I WW of what I had aſſerted: It is therefore impoſſible 
ae that my © fide of the preſent Controverſy ſhould be 
© oppoſite to ſeveral important Articles of that Con- 
ce fefhion ; ” unleſs the Confeſhon be plainly incon- 
ſiſtent with it ſelf, and allow, in one place, what it 


contradicts in another. 5 
As to my Soundneſs in the Faith; if the Subjects 1 
W have preach'd upon, in ſeveral — of the Province, 
che Sermons I have lately publiſh'd and diſpersd, 
the conſtant uſe I make of the Afemblys ſhorter 
Catechiſm in my own Churcb, and the very great Value 
T have always, expreſs d for it; if this can give Satis- 
faction, Il have given enough. But if nothing leſs than 
a manifeſt invaſion upon the Rights of Conſcience, 
and the impoſition of ny Judgment. upon _— 
W can give me the Title of an Orthodox Miniſter, I mu 
be content to go without it. 


Thus have I finiſh'd my Remarks upon Mr. Fiſher's 
Poſtſcript. I tho't they would have drawn me out 
to a greater length, but I quickly found that the 
Author had ſpent a great many Pages in confuting 
his own miſtakes, and where I found him running 


ftroy that; and this is the Reaſon that I have ſome- 
N times let particular Pages go without my Remarks. 
re If any Expreſſion appear too warm, I ſhall not defend 
ay but wiſh it anſaid; the force of my Reaſons my Rea- 
ht der will judge, which he might do the better if he 
in would firſt examine my Sermon. I expect my Op- 
pr will beſtow an Anſwer upon me, but I aſſure 
him the Debate is ſo diſagreeable to me, W 
. 5 | rg uc 


upon a falſe Hypotheſis, I tho't it ſufficient to de- q 


4 n 
ſuch a ſmall Proſpect of convincing a Man whoſe 
fundamental Principle is I»fallgþ:4ry, that it muſt be 
ſomething of extraordinary Conſequence to my Cha. 
ratter and Station, that provokes me to draw my 

Pen, upon ſuch a Subject as his again. 
Iconclude witha very pathetical Admonition of Mr. 
Nr to © thoſe that are ſo eager to tie all Men to 
« their Expoſitions of Scripture, & cenſure all for He. 
cc ret ical, that differ from them therein. When we have 
4e diſputed, ſays he, and contended our ſelves a-wea: | 
© ry, and wrangl'd the Church into Flames and Afh- 
© es; yet that which God hath ſpoken obſcurely, 
cc and ſo left difficult in it ſelf, will remain obſcure 
E and difficult ſtill ; and that which is difficult thro? 
© the weakneſs. and incapacity of unlearned Men, 
* will be far better clear d by a rational Explication, 
than by a bare Canon. O when will the Lord 
© once perſwade his Churches to take his written 
cc Word for the only Canon of their Faith! And that 
jn its own naked Simplicity and Evidence, auithoui 
«© the Determinations and Canons of Men! which 
« are no parts of our Creed, but Helps to our Under- 
ce ſtandings, and bounds to four Practice in matters 
e Circumſtantial ; when will the Lord perſwade us 
«© not to be wiſe above what is written. 

© Two things have ſet the Church on fire, and. 
E been the plagues of it, above one thouſand years 
« xr. Enlarging our Creed, and making more Fun- 
«© damentals than ever God made. . 
2. © Compoling (and ſo impoſing)our Creeds and 
ce Confeſſions in our own words and phraſes. When 
te men have learned more manners and humility, 

t than to accuſe God's language, as too general and 
© obſcure (as if they could mend it) and have more 

4 dread of God, and compaſſion on themſelves, than 
ce to make thoſe to be Fundamentals or Certainties, 
© which God never made {o; and when they reduce 
«their confeſſionsg 1. To their due extent; and 
& 2. To Scripture Phraſe (that Diſſenters may not 

e ſcruple 


e 1 
ee ſcruple Subſcribing;) Then, and (I think) never 
5 " all den ſhall the Church have pence about Doc- 
ha © trinals. Ir ſeems to me no heinous SOCINIAN mo- 
my il © tion 2wh:cb CHILLINGWORTH is Bam d for, 
« yjz2, ¶ Let all men believe the Scripture, and that 
Ar. only, and endeavour to believe it in the true fenſe; 
toll © (and promife this) and require no more of o- 
le. © thers ; and they ſhall find this not only a berter, 
vel © but the only means to ſuppreſs Hereſie, and reſtore 
za: Unity, Sc.] Such pa ages as theſe, from a Man 
ſh- of Mr. Baxters Reputation for Learning and Piety, 


ly, have as great weight and authority with me, as 

= Mr. F. ** Dixit s, and groundleſs aſſertions can 

ro have with any Subſcri ber. 1 
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Appear not in this Appendix, as a Second to 
the Reverend Authof of the Right of private 
judgment vindicated ; I have too good an * 

nion of his cauſe and capacity, to think he 


1 


needs one. . 7 +: 
But being brought in, as the Author of the Conrro- 
verſy a- ſoot amongſt us, and charg'd with © advancing 
the new vampt right of private judgment, vaſtly 
different, from that right of private judgment com- 
© mon to men, or that private judgment of diſcern- 
ing allow'd by our Divines to believers, * by my 
Rev. Brother Fiſper ; I have 8 uſe his Phraſe) no choice 
but either to meet him in his own way, or by ſilence 
to on the juſtice of the charge. Reputation and 
Friends determine me to the former: However 1 
deſign no repriſals, but a vindication of my ſelf from 
ſome of the moſt groundleſs thruſts, that were ever 
made at a man's character. 
And as he appeals to my Notes, I have perus'd 
them, and can find no paragraph, or paſſage that re- 
lates to private judgment, but theſe that follow; 
which make up an entire and diſtin head of the 
Sermon refer'd to, viz. © They (Mnifters) muſt teach 
& with meekneſs &humility,as fallible men. They muſt 
not dictate or impoſe their own interpretations or 
* ſenſe ofScripture on their hearers,forthe rule of faith, 
* and practice, in controverted and diſputable Points. 
4. — Phey muſt ſo teach as to leave men to, as eve- 
* ry man undoubtedly has the right of private judg · 
* ment; --- And not arrogantly impoſe what we a 
WE; | & yance 
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* vanes, (here I change the Pepſer) as equal with the 
| inſpired ad Ki asto it's 1nfallibiliry. But we 


© cjiled to God. 


ent, againſt which there is rais d ſuch an out- cry, 


dur Divines to believers? Our Divines are ſurely 
ittle beholden-to him, for the repreſentation and 
baracter he has given of them: and men, and be- 


perfectly ſurpriz'd that a zealous proteſtant miniſter, 
Should paſs ſuch a cenſure on ſuch tenets 
Where can the vaſt difference lie! To me, the 
paſſages, turn'd the other way, wou'd ſound moſt 


aſtly different. Let's try two or three of em, on 


aid, © they muſt not dictate or impoſe their own 


run zÞhus, Miniſters muſt diate, or impoſe their own 


for a rule of faith, and practice, in controverted and 
diſputable points. Pas” + POO 
Thave ſaid, We muſt not arrogantly impoſe what 
* we advance as equal &c.” that which vaſtly differs 


equal with the inſpir d writings, as to its #nfallibility, 
even in controverted eee points. ( * 2 
| : 4 — met 


are to make uſe of the ſame gentle methods of - 

e teaching, that Chriſt and his Apoſtles did: the 
ſoft and eaſy way of argument and perſwaſion. 
£ We muſt mildly, and calmly reaſon with them out 
© of the Soreptures, and with all long-ſuffering, and 
mildneſs, perſwade and beſeech them to be recon- 


And is this the new vampt right of r judg⸗ n 
f Acheiſn, Deiſin, Ari auiſin, Armi nianiſin, Spcinian. 
ſn, Scepriciſm &c? Is this doctrine vaſtly different. | 


Jom that right of private judgment common to men; 
or that private judgment of diſcerning, allow'd by 


lievers, leſs to them, for their allowance. Had the 
barge come from the mouth of a Nomi ſb Prieſt, T © 
ſhould not have wondred at it; but I own, Tam 


pddly : and fo turn'd they muſt be, to make them 
hich, if any, the imputation muſt be fix d. I have © 


ſenſe or — of Scripture, on their hearers, 


it, we muſt arrogantly impoſe what we advance, as | 


* 
k 4 


* ſenſe &c.” The propoſition vaſtly different will 7 
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ſuch it is obvious I was ſpeaking ) I think the c B 
ſequence too plain to need, and too groſs, to bei find 
i- ®Þ mention, 2 . 6 5 4 vate 
And I confeſs my ſelf altogether at a loſs, to finM-. « 
out the vaſt difference, betwixt what I have advanc F t 
and what Mr. F. declares he takes to be the op B 
nion of the orthodox, concerning a right of privarWforo 
judgment common to men; in the 49. p. of his boo prea 
I have aſſerted “ that miniſters muſt not dictate ¶ cenſ 
I impoſe &c. The orthodox, and conſequently M by 
F. ( for I know his value for orrhodoxy ) © that ev Was 
© ry man has a right to reject errors by whomſoeveclau 
taught, and not to ſuffer themſelves to be impos Nreſt 
«< upon, by fal ſhoods, &c.” Which I think amount ell 
to the ſame thing, for in controverted and diſput end 
ble points, but one fide can be true. Where then ſubſe 
fore two miniſters of different opinions, pretend H enly 
impoſe their own ſenſe on their hearers, theſe have that 
right to reject the impoſition of one of them. am 
0 and conſequently the miniſter has none to in _ 
O18. -. - 4 | 
4 I have aſſerted, © we muſt ſo teach as to lea mine 
men to &c. Mr. F. that every man has a rig pon 
to try all Doctrines by the Scriptures, Which ene 
* are delivered unto them, Cc. not giving implici eie 
* credit to any Teachers, and that becauſe G0 Hl 
& refers us ultimately to his Word, Sc. s 
And what, I pray, have I aſſerted more, or left 
He muſt have better eyes at leaſt than I, to ſee. thi the { 
paſs difference, if any at all betwixt them. So tha Juſtic 
if Mr. F. has in this born publick teſtimony to truth ) 
it was very unkind in him, (to ſay no worſe) to in 


ſinuate, that I had born publick teſtimony to errorj 
without alledging a fingle paſſage, out of my | 
courſe, to ſupport the invidious reffection. Or doe 
Mr. F. think that the ſame thing can be true in th 
orthodox, and falſe in non-ſubſcribers ? Or that hei 
as infallible in his cenſures of his brethren, as in þj 
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find out the vaſt difference, betwixt the right uf pri- 


E to reconcile the contradiction. - : 
form the Reader, that the Sermon appeal'd to, was 
50 preach'd before the Presbytery, ſubmitted to their 
> oicenſure, and enter'd ---approv'd in the main; which 

by the way) is more than Mr. F's Sermon ever 
was; and the very reaſon of ſuch a reſtricting 
clauſe, was Mr. Fiſper's own objection ; while the 


% reſt of the Brethren, for any thing I know, were 


ell ſatisfied : particularly I remember the Reve- 


w rend Mr. Stobo, (who, to do him juſtice, is no Non- 
ere ſubſcriber) ſaid, it was a good ſound diſcourſe, and 
1. (only excepted againſt the delivery by Notes. So 


vel that whoever of his Brethren adviſed him to print, 
with my Sermon, which they had approvd. 


mine. Had he recollected the Letter he ſent me 


ig pon the Controverſy, which 1 anſwer'd with ſi- 
i ence; and the * put into Mr. 8's hands, . 
lit deſign'd for the Preſs, and the confutation of the 
30 Diop of Bangor, he muſt have own'd himſelf the 


the ſame of him, if I have done him the leaſt in- 
juſtice jn this Vindication : and pray God that we 
may not be left to bite and devour one another, 
beſt we be conſumd one of another. 0 


£EINFSE 


] But leave the world to make the ſcrutiny; ts. 


vate judgment I have advanc'd, and that which Mr. 
F. takes to be the opinion of the orthodox, and Mr. % 


But before I give over, I muſt take liberty to in- 


am perſwaded they never adviſed him to meddle - 


Nor had Mr. F. any reaſon to account for his, by 


£4:7refor, and not thrown: the odium upon me. 
But I heartily forgive him the wrong, expecting 


N. Baſſett. 


in 


ir 


1141 
75 
s. 
A 
+ 


ET > 


> 


ve * "# Th, 6h 


CEE 
1 * 484% 


1 
* 


+ 
+£ 
' <p 


* uy 

- 

* 

= 
"v6 


* 2 


0 
bs 
{1 
E 
\ 
"a 
* 

2 * 
oY. 

- 


. 4 N TI. 2 r 
4 2 n . | 


1 
7 © 1 » \ * 1 „ , 
hes 42 * 5 * * . # A; F 
2 — ** 2 * *** * o e 
« for how 14 - a 0 0 5 4 Kew: , , " * * «7 , * 18 * 2 
* J * — * * 7 þ —_ * p & 4 2 I ; * . þ * F 4 
* . pubs. * * * 5 F n * 
„ 4 oo ; WERE. RR REC 
* : s h | =< + 44+ . by... Fr * 2 - 
2 4 2 ; 3 „„ A 
„ J | 


5 
(2 
S. 
E 
11 
* * 
* * 
6 
$4: 
* I * 
— 
* Big 
N 
* S 
St % 
21 
1 
911 
* 
* 
23 * 


1 . „ p _ "38 2 
— * K 0 — : E : 
* * ” : b * * 0 "WS. 
— f 4 y . 8 * 1 Wa — 
J . a 1 * ? - 5 n Saen en . W 4 e 
1 * 4 * 1 7 1 8 — 3 ; 1 2 * 28 1 " oy " 5 79 f 3 wy x * 1 2 82 
1 4 q ” 1 Fw by 7 ' 1 ft 1 
Y 4 "4 i" -P 19 * 93 i . p l * : Sata 2 2 * 0 a * gg . a2 & * . » * 
1 * 1 . . d S ee HATES: oo Lad anos ne 
= 2 112 — Eads 10 r * e 1 
. ofa on 4 WOK or Sy 6 , y 2 — — A Net — — —— — — * * 
F + ole att aps Fr a . . Fr [bn $ ASA A. or ts ©, 2 U—äĩ— — — ——— — way 


Pr 


